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tional economies, the new Acme No. 2 Steelstrapper is 
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FOR YOU, THE SHIPPER 


Just as the beacon light is a welcome and definite guide to 
safety for ships at sea, so is the DECATUR trade-mark a 
dependable symbol of safety for shippers on the highways 
of the middle-west. And among the features that make it 
sois... 


MORE THAN AMPLE INSURANCE 


For the protection of our customers we maintain large 
insurance policies with both the Fidelity & Casuality Co. 
and the United States Fire Insurance Co. of New York. 
These cover practically every contingency to limits far in 
excess of those prescribed by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission . . . and greater than those carried by the 
average motor freight line. In other words, when you ship 
via DECATUR, your goods are safe . . . you're protected 
. . « you have nothing to worry about. That's why “for 
shipments midwest, DECATUR is best." Write today for 
further details. 


DECATUR CARTAGE 
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CHICAGO, ILL. 
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Household goods are treated as household gods 


by 


ALLIED VAN LINES 







=D 


eS = The fellow-employe whom 
Oe 


Pl Ti) f= you as a traffic manager 

=" tag <? are about to transfer is 
bound to be worried about the household goods 
to which he and his family have come to attach 
so much sentimental —and real— value. He wants 
every single item—from grandfather's Civil War 
saber to the ultra-modern radio in the living room 
— moved with sincere respect and utmost care. 





Your responsibility is to assure each fellow- 
employe whom you transfer that he need have no 
fear about these household gods which he wor- 
ships. And the way to complete assurance and 
freedom from tedious bother is to ship via 
Allied Van Lines. 


When you place a shipping order with Allied 
Van Lines through a local Agent-Member, you 
obtain the undivided responsibility of the world’s 
largest long-distance moving corporation, sup- 
plemented by the combined service, the concerted 
skill, and the joint experience of more than 500 
of the nation’s leading furniture warehousemen. 


They are experts in the packing, moving, ship- 
ping, and storing of furniture and therefore can 
and will impartially recommend the method of 
transportation best suited to your needs—whether 
it be by van, rail, or water. They maintain the 
world’s largest, finest, and most modern highway 
fleet devoted exclusively to long-distance moving. 


Spare yourself all the needless details of 
employe-transfer; turn the job over to Allied Van 
Lines. Your shipments will be protected by cargo 
insurance to the full extent of liability as imposed 
by law. From Allied Van Lines you can get an 
‘‘All-Risks’’ insurance policy at the lowest rate 
obtainable. You'll be charged standard moving 
rates, filed with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. Allied Van Lines operates under the 
Federal Motor Carrier Act, 1935, is a member of 
the Household Goods Carriers’ Bureau and a 
participant in its tariff publications. 


Call in the local Agent-Member of Allied Van 
Lines as your counsel in employe-transfer. 


ALLIED VAN LINES, INC. 





THE WORLD'S anons; Wem 








LONG-DISTANCE MOVERS 


AGENT-MEMBERS IN ALL PRINCIPAL CITIES - HEADQUARTERS IN CHICAGO AT 1018 SOUTH WABASH AVE. 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themeelves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





TRANSPORTATION CONFERENCES 


HE most that can be said of the transportation 

conference, called by the Chamber of Commerce 
of the United States, is that, at its first meeting last 
week in Washington, fully reported in the September 
17 number of The Traffic World, it made progress. 
What it will finally accomplish remains to be seen. 


In the meantime, if we may judge from the some- 
what murky statement given out by its executive com- 
mittee, the Transportation Association of America, 
which has a completely worked out transportation plan, 
will, while holding itself in readiness to cooperate with 
any and all movements in the right direction, when 





and if they get underway, proceed with its own busi- 
ness. At least, that is what we hope it will do and 
what we hope it meant—though why it did not say so 
plainly we do not know. Doubtless, it was for the same 
reason that men who deal with large affairs usually 
obscure their thoughts while pretending to make them 
public—they think involved and ponderous language 
sounds more important and they are a little afraid to 
be entirely frank. They use the language of diplomacy, 
which usually conceals whatever idea may be behind it. 

The situation is now complicated by the fact that 
President Roosevelt has entered it by setting up a joint 
committee of railroad managers and employes to work 
out a plan. It is notable that, in his outgivings with 
respect to this new scheme, he made no reference to 
the transportation conference sponsored by the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of the United States. That was to 
have been expected, for if there is anything that would 
have the effect on Roosevelt of a red rag waved in front 
of a bull it is a Chamber of Commerce plan of any sort. 
Sponsors of the transportation conference would do 
well to keep that in mind. 

On the face of things, there is no objection to this 
new committee working on the problem, or any num- 
ber of other committees, but we perceive a possible 
danger in the President’s plan for a joint committee of 
management and labor. Though he says the present 
wage controversy has no part in the appointment of 
his committee, we do not see how he can control that 
matter or how consideration of wages can be avoided. 
Labor will see to that. 


Suppose, then, that, in due course, the President 
appoints a fact-finding commission—as he doubtless 
will do—to sit on the matter of wages. Suppose the 
sympathy of that commission is with labor, or manage- 
ment fears it will be. Would it not be quite possible— 
even likely—that management would then seek or con- 
sent to make a deal with labor in which wages would be 
traded for labor support for a legislative program de- 
sired by management? Indeed, management proposed 
just that sort of deal in its negotiations with labor last 
year and then yielded anyhow when the men refused 
to consider it. We do not, for many reasons, desire to 
prejudge the situation and we hope our fears are 
groundless, but we may, perhaps, be pardoned for en- 
tertaining them in view of what has happened in the 
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past and management’s well known policy of concilia- 
tion and compromise. 

It might be believed after reading the obstinate, 
foolish, and unfair statement made by George M. Har- 
rison last week with respect to the purposes of the 
transportation conference, that labor would not be in 
a frame of mind to enter into any such compromise as 
the one we have suggested. But labor is not as idiotic 
as the statement referred to would indicate. It wants 
high wages. Putting the railroads in position to pros- 
per is not inconsistent with such a desire—indeed, it is 
a necessary condition precedent to the payment of high 
wages or any wages at all. 

Later news indicates that the immediate danger 
of such a deal has been averted by the decision of the 
President’s committee to postpone action, presumably 
until the wage matter is out of the way. That would 
mean that it would not begin to function before Novem- 
ber 1, at the earliest. That might not suit President 
Roosevelt. One might ask what of that, but the counter 
question would be why six gentlemen calling on him to 
discuss the wage controversy were persuaded to coop- 
erate at all in a sudden whim of his to constitute them 
a committee to consider the whole transportation prob- 
lem. There is no particular need of such a committee, 
in view of other plans in motion, and, even if there 
were, its appointment was not the result of mature con- 
sideration and it does not appeal as being a properly 
constituted body, in personnel or in any other way, to 
undertake the task. 

While all this is going on we hope the railroads 
will stand firm on the wage matter. We hope also that 
they will adopt at once some effective plan of acquaint- 
ing the ‘public with their needs in the matter of legis- 
lation and the righteousness of their position with re- 
spect to wages. If they haven’t a case that would be 
convincing to the public, then they have no case; if 
they have such a case then they are simply inept if 
they do not get it to the public in a convincing way. 
Their present ponderous and dignified methods will not 
avail. 


REPORTS REQUIRED OF RAILROADS 


MUCH needed investigation is being made by the 

Central Statistical Board, a federal government 
agency, to determine the extent to which question- 
naires circulated by the government have become a 
burden to industry. The idea is to suggest measures to 
relieve the burden believed to exist. 

As to other industries, we are not competent to 
speak, but as to the railroads there certainly is a bur- 
den that should be lifted. The statistical board, it is 
known, has obtained information as to the multifarious 
reports required from the railroads, but whether it will 
deal with that phase of the matter is not known. It 
certainly should do so. If it has not already been done, 
there is a good job for some statistician in figuring how 
much time it takes to prepare all the reports that must 
be made and in translating that time into money. 

A check of reporting requirements imposed on the 
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railroads by state and federal agencies reveals that 
they must prepare and submit a vast quantity of data. 
In addition to these reports, which are regularly re- 
quired, special requests for information are made from 
time to time. So far as the railroads are concerned, a 
“peak” period was reached when Commissioner East- 
man, as Federal Coordinator of Transportation, sent 
out so many questionnaires that he was dubbed “Ques- 
tionnaire Joe.” Other industries also felt this burden, 
for many of the questionnaires were directed to patrons 
of the railroads. 

Regulations of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion require the filing by the railroads of various an- 
nual and monthly reports on freight train performance, 
passenger train performance, yard service performance, 
revenue traffic, fuel and power for locomotives and rail 
motor cars, motive power and car equipment, revenues 
and expenses, number of employes, service and com- 
pensation, hours of service, accidents, automatic train 
control performance, locomotive inspection and repair, 
assignment of engines, and selected income and balance 
sheet items. 

Other federal departments to which the railroads 
submit reports are the Department of Agriculture, De- 
partment of Commerce, Bureau of Mines of the De- 
partment of the Interior, Federal Power Commission, 
Public Health Service, Railroad Retirement Board, Re- 
construction Finance Corporation, Treasury Depart- 
ment, Securities and Exchange Commission, and U. S. 
Engineer Office of the War Department. 

In the case of agricultural shipments, daily re- 
ports are made to the Department of Agriculture. For 
instance, a daily report is made on forwarding of ship- 
ments of fruits and vegetables. In other instances, 
weekly or monthly reports are made. 

Many states have adopted regulations requiring 
railroads to file various kinds of reports. 

Railroad officials, though recognizing that the rail- 
roads are in a different situation from that of other 
branches of industry, say that state and federal re- 
quirements as to reports have become burdensome and 
that elimination of some of them and simplification of 
others should be effected. 





ELKINS ACT LAW QUESTION 


The government has taken an appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States from the federal court of New Jersey on a 
law question arising out of the second indictment of companies 
accused of violating the Elkins anti-rebate act, the appeal being 
in Nos. 309-11, United States vs. Durkee Famous Foods, Inc.; 
Same vs. Manhattan Lighterage Corporation; and Same vs. 
Colgate-Palmolive-Peet Co. 

In May, 1934, a number of shippers were indicted under the 
Elkins act. As to the three companies mentioned, indictments 
were found defective. They were again indicted in 1937 at the 
same term of court in which the original indictments were 
returned. They entered a plea in bar to the second indictments 
which was sustained. The question arising from the later pro- 
ceeding was as to whether it was permissible under the criminal 
appeals act to have the second indictments returned at the same 
term of court. The issue as raised in the proceedings was as 
to whether under that statute the second indictments could law- 
fully be returned at the same term of court or whether it was 
obligatory on the government to wait until the next term of 
court. The government contends it is entitled to avoid delay by 
seeking indictment where a prior indictment has been found 
defective at the earliest possible convenience. 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





The South Carolina candidate for 
nomination as a representative in Con- 
gress who talked as if he had found 
round trip freight rates between his 
state and New York (see_ Traffic 
World, September 17, p. 515) may 
have been wrong as to where at least one such rate might be 
found, even if George M. Crosland, also a South Carolinian, 
and others were amused when they read the candidate’s 
speech. 


There is at least one such freight rate in the Commission’s 
files. It and its predecessor have been there since April 1, 
1933. 


That rate, now 64 cents a hundred pounds, carried in 
Carolina, Clinchfield, and Ohio I. C. C. No. 133, effective July 
1, 1934, applies on acetic acid from Kingsport, Tenn., to 
Charleston and South Charleston, W. Va., and back to Kings- 
port. The rate is joint with the Chesapeake and Ohio and 
is declared on its title page to be a “round trip rate” on the 
acid in tank cars. It was originally established as 62 cents, 
inc. Cc. & O. 1. C. C. No. 116, in negotiations between Mil- 
ton P. Bauman, who has called attention to it, and General 
Freight Agent Smith, of the Clinchfield. 


There is a provision in connection with the rate to the 
effect that it is to apply on acid for “processing” at the West 
Virginia points and reshipment to Kingsport. One desiring 
to start an argument might suggest that the rate was a transit 
affair, but the tariff says it is a “round trip rate,” the proc- 
essed article returning to point of origin instead of, as usual 
in transit rates, going “beyond” the transit point. Processing 
is one of the things for which transit rates are established. 
The tariff carries no suggestion that the rate is a transit rate. 
According to Mr. Bauman, the rate was informally approved 
by the Commission. Mr. Crosland says he knew about it when 
he read about the political speech. 


Commission Has at 
Least One Round 
Trip Freight Rate 





In his Constitution day speech, 
written for delivery at Poughkeepsie 
in celebration of the ratification of the 
fundamental law of the land by the 
New York convention, the President 
made declarations that, it is is be- 
lieved, caused the batting of eyes by students of the fight for 
and against approval of the work done by George Washington 
and his colleagues in the convention of 1787. 


Among other things, he drew a parallel between those 
who fought ratification and those of the present day who, ac- 
cording to his view, fear a strong national government. Then 
he compared the “professional fear-mongers of 1938” with the 
“viewers with alarm of 1788,” the year of Constitution-ratify- 
ing conventions. The “viewers with alarm,” he said, opposed 
ratification, though they had already witnessed the break-down 
of government under the Articles of Confederation. 


“Yet they were opposed to a real union,” said he, “because 
they believed those leaders, who viewed with alarm any effort 


to think and act in national terms instead of state and local 
terms. . .” 


The eye-batting was by those who remembered that, among 
the “‘viewers with alarm,” were Patrick Henry, George Mason, 
author of Virginia’s bill of rights, incorporated in the first ten 
amendments to the Constitution, Governor Clinton, of the 
President’s own state, not to mention Elbridge Gerry, whose 
name is embodied in “gerrymander,” and other founders, within 
three years, of the Republican party, now called the Demo- 
cratic party. Their viewing with alarm so impressed James 
Madison that he, who has received a large share of the credit 
for the ratification of the Constitution, joined the party in 
which those he had fought for ratification were members, and 
in a few years became its successful candidate for the presi- 
dency. Jefferson was a viewer with alarm to the extent at 
least of desiring amendments making the bill of rights a part 
of the document. 


President Roosevelt 
a Breaker of 
Party Images? 
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When the Commission, in 
a number of general truck 
rate revision cases, prescribed 
great blocks of rates as min- 
ima, it made, some men are 
beginning to suspect, subse- 
quent work on them appears harder than rate work on its 
rail side. That idea is the result of studies that have been 
compelled on the petitions filed by tariff publishing bureaus 
and not so highly organized groups of motor carriers asking 
changes in the minimum rates. 

Had the Commission prescribed minimum rates for rail- 
roads, the subsequent work might have been as complex and 
as hard; wherefore, the declaration that the work appears 
harder. Analysis down to the lowest possible level may show 
that the method is no harder than that following the issuance 
of a rail rate order carrying on its back the so-called mainte- 
nance requirement. The maintenance parts of long outstanding 
rate orders are being vacated and set aside by the Commission, 
as may have been observed by readers of the Traffic World. 

Setting aside the maintenance parts of the old orders frees 
the rates so that changes may be proposed in them without 
first asking permission, by the mere filing of tariffs setting 
forth what the publishing carriers think should be done. 

The cumbersomeness and complexity of the work required 
to propose changes in the rates held static in compliance with 
the maintenance part of orders was shown in Ex Parte 123. 
As a preliminary step in that case, it will be recalled, it was 
necessary for the carriers to ask the Commission’s permission, 
in almost a thousand cases, to set aside the parts of the orders 
requiring the maintenance of the rates therein prescribed until 
the further order or orders of the Commission. 

Though thousands, if not hundreds of thousands, of rates 
have been “frozen” by the minimum rate orders that have 
been issued in the so-called ex parte proceedings in New Eng- 
land, the middle Atlantic states and other “points west,” there 
are only a few cases in which the freezing was done. In the 
cases on the rail side of the fence running through the center 
of the field in which the Commission operates, the freezing or- 
ders are to be found in hundreds of cases. 

Many of the maintenance- orders that are being vacated 
control relatively few rates, while the orders in the few min- 
imum truck rate cases control thousands. 

A minimum order and a maintenance order are stumbling 
blocks to quick handling of a situation. The law authorizing 
such orders, it may be believed, was enacted with a view to 
preventing carriers from taking advantage of shippers or of 
each other. Necessity for some sort of guard against trickery, 
it is believed, is necessary. However, in many instances, it 
might be suggested, the method is akin to using a 16-inch can- 
non to bring down a small bird. 

A keen mind should be able to figure out a much less cum- 
bersome procedure to guard against trickery and that, at the 
same time, would enable carriers to initiate necessary or de- 
sirable changes without bringing up heavy seige artillery. 

The petitions that are being filed in truck rate cases are 
technical. The individual trucker, in examining some of them, 
must feel helpless. Perhaps some one will be able to devise a 
“pony” or “trot book’’—the things that, by rumor, are so help- 
ful to the bewildered youth in college, or even in high school— 
even if such an aid is deemed damnable, for use by truckers. 


Prescribing Minimum Truck 
Rates Makes Later 
Rate Work Complex 





At this time, it is believed, there is 
warrant for pessimism on the part of 
those who have entertained hope or 
expectation for legislation by the next 
Congress, which assembles next Jan- 
uary. No sooner will the campaign be 
over than those who won will be asked and expected to give 
attention to the work for which they were elected. 

Before the Constitution was changed so as to eliminate 
the “lame duck” Congress sessions, there was more than a 
year in which the newly elected men could calm themselves. 
Now, however, they are supposed to forget the campaign within 
two months to give attention to the tasks prescribed by law. 

In that short space of time they are required to get rid 
of the election “hang-over’” and go to work. A pertinent in- 
quiry is as to whether the human organism is made of such 
staunch materials as to make such expectation reasonable. 

On account of the intra-party disturbance growing out of 
the President’s so-called purge, it is coming to be believed 
among such as have given the subject thought, that restoration 
of equilibrium even in several months among either the leaders 
of the rank and file of the dominant party is much too much 
to expect. 

Rasped nerves among the leaders, especially such as were 


Too Much Politics 
for Legislation 
in Next Congress 
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on the urge list, it is believed will be normal. Such of those 
on the purge list who may fall on election day, if any, of 
course, will not be factors in the situation. Elimination of the 
“lame duck” session puts them out of the equation. But such 
leaders as did not fall before the purge and survived the gen- 
eral election, such as Smith, of South Carolina, and George, of 
Georgia, may think the mandate they received in the pri- 
maries and the general election is to be cold, if not hostile, 
toward things suggested by President Roosevelt. So, whatever 
he may advise with regard to the railroads, it may seem, is 
not likely to be received by them with any evidence of 
enthusiasm. 

Up to this time no one is warranted in thinking of Presi- 
dent Roosevelt as a great help in the passage of legislation 
to pull railroads out of the situation in which they are wallow- 
ing, even if he has asked that informal committee of railroad 
and railroad labor union executives to make suggestions. The 
lack of suggestions, in the eyes of many, is not the thing that 
is holding back necessary legislation. 

Lack of driving force at the White House might be set 
forth by informed persons as the thing about which railroad 
executives might weep.—A. E. H. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loading the week ended September 17 
totaled 660,142 cars—91,255, or 16 per cent, above the preceding 
week, which included the Labor Day holiday, 162,653, or 19.8 
per cent, below the corresponding week in 1937; and 305,671, 
or 31.6 per cent, below the same week in 1930. Miscellaneous 
totaled 265,132; merchandise, 156,800; coal, 121,411; grain and 
products, 35,900; live stock, 16,728; forest products, 30,985; 
ore, 27,446; coke, 5,740. 


Railroads the week ended September 10 loaded 568,887 
cars of revenue freight (see Traffic World, Sept. 17), accord- 
ing to the Association of American Railroads. 

All districts reported decreases compared with the corre- 
sponding weeks in 1937 and 1930. 
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a ye 2,256,423 2,714,449 3,347,717 
4 weeks in February ............... 2,155,451 2,763,457 3,506,236 
EEO isk cccewee vencvese 2,222,864 2,986,166 3,529,907 
PP I IRNNEE cds bawiccoieucvees 2,649,894 3,712,906 4,504,284 
Se EE cs kscnkoucekns sunt 2,185,822 3,098,632 3,733,385 
ee 2,170,984 2,962,219 3,642,357 
PE SED nde vinsakys oken con's 2,861,762 3,794,249 4,492,300 
4 weeks in August .................. 2,392,040 3,100,590 3,687,319 
Week of September 3 ............... 648,039 801,539 984,510 
Week of September 10 ............. 568,887 708,202 856,649 

ee ee ee 20,112,166 26,642,409 32,284,664 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended Sep- 
tember 10 and for the corresponding period last year was 
reported as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 5,131 and 4,538; live 
stock, 1,095 and 1,020; coal, 17,876 and 22,684; coke, 1,315 and 2,310; 
forest products, 1,108 and 1,537; ore, 2,710 and 4,466; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 32,918 and 37,246; miscellaneous, 47,521 and 57,600; total, 1938, 
109,674; 1937, 131,401; 1936, 135,415. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 2,981 and 2,646; live 
stock, 1,092 and 939; coal, 22,511 and 26,975; coke, 1,904 and 3,958; 
forest products, 786 and 1,145; ore, 4,815 and 13,164; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 23,298 and 25,671; miscellaneous, 44,883 and 64,006; total, 1938, 
102,270; 1937, 138,504; 1936, 140,453. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 248 and 196; live 
stock, 297 and 211; coal, 31,409 and 35,663; coke, 556 and 502; forest 
products, 490 and 492; ore, 249 and 318; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,180 
and 5,330; miscellaneous, 5,786 and 6,048; total, 1938, 44,215; 1937, 
48,760; 1936, 51,730. 
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Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,000 and 2,018; live 
stock, 1,087 and 838; coal, 13,641 and 16,840; coke, 278 and 499; forest 
products, 8,997 and 10,236; ore, 732 and 1,106; merchandise, L. C. L., 
25,367 and 26,631; miscellaneous, 37,175 and 39,648; total, 1938, 89,277; 
1937, 97,816; 1936, 100,199. 


Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 9,249 and 11,319; 
live stock, 3,448 and 3,393; coal, 4,159 and 4,513; coke, 751 and 1,871; 
forest products, 6,377 and 9,400; ore, 13,363 and 47,229; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 16,057 and 17,720; miscellaneous, 26,028 and 33,311; total, 
1938, 79,432; 1937, 128,756; 1936, 110,797. 


Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 7,557 and 
7,556; live stock, 5,901 and 6,133; coal, 7,230 and 8,626; coke, 90 and 
132; forest products, 5,665 and 6,412; ore, 2,827 and 4,900; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 21,335 and 23,225; miscellaneous, 44,616 and 51,171; total, 
1938, 95,221; 1937, 108,155; 1936, 102,784. 


Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,360 and 3,427; 
live stock, 1,747 and 1,665; coal, 3,037 and 3,054; coke, 56 and 76; forest 
products, 3,211 and 4,434; ore, 299 and 403; merchandise, L. C. L., 
10,296 and 11,208; miscellaneous, 26,792 and 30,543; total, 1938, 48,798; 
1937, 54,810; 1936, 58,769. 


FARMERS AND TRANSPORTATION 


“Under reasonable regulation of rates and service, rail- 
roads should be permitted to become transportation agencies, 
utilizing all agencies to best advantage, and to develop to the 
fullest the inherent advantages of each,”’ says the executive com- 
mittee of the North Carolina Farm Bureau in a statement of 
its position with respect to transportation. 


The committee says further that there should be adopted 
a fair and comprehensive national transportation policy with 
full consideration given to the needs and usefulness of each 
agency so as to bring about a genuine coordination and a 
smoothly working relationship among them all and that this 
will result in the best service at the lowest cost. 


Abandonment of unprofitable mileage and consolidation of 
lines should be permitted where in the first instance other trans- 
portation is available and in the second public interest is served, 
according to the statement which also includes the following: 


We believe that an adequate and efficient railway system is essen- 
tial in the interest of agriculture’s development and prosperity. 


We believe that the best interests of agriculture will be served by 
a continuation of private ownership and operation of our railroads. 


We believe that our railroads should continue under reasonable 
regulation of rates and service to assure to agriculture a fair considera- 
tion as to reasonableness of rates and adequacy of service. Reasonable 
freedom and flexibility should be left to management to enable it to 
explore all avenues to economy, all improvements in service and every 
advancement in methods. A reasonable element of competition should 
be retained between railroads themselves. Corresponding regulation 
of rates and service should extend to all other agencies, water, highway 
and air to the extent that they are competitive with railroads and for 
that reason. Competition as to every agency should be fair. 


While the interests of agriculture require adequate, dependable and 
efficient transportation service, with a reasonable element of healthy 
competition, an excess of facilities and unnecessary duplication will 
prove to be a burden in which agriculture must share. The Farm 
Bureau has always stood for improvement of farm-to-market roads to 
reduce cost of initial movement of produce from the farm, and we 
believe that expenditures on such roads should be stressed rather than 
on expensive through highways duplicating existing agencies, or on 
waterway improvements of doubtful usefulness. Proper coordination of 
service can best be secured this way, and total cost of transportation be 
kept down. 


We believe that government should not compete unfairly with pri- 
vate business in transportation. Government barge lines now operating 
do not have to meet all costs paid by private companies in competition, 
such as interest, taxes, damage claims, telegraph, workmen's compensa- 
tion, unemployment insurance. In fairness, government should dispose 
of its waterway facilities to private interests on all inland waterways, 
where they compete with privately owned and operated facilities. 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, September 10 


Grain and Live 


grain prod. stock Coal 
1938 30,526 14,667 99,863 
NE EE SEES. icc csncvcescone J yo37 31,700 14,199 118,355 
| 1936 27,718 17,704 121,195 
Preceding week September 3 ..... 1938 42,022 14,645 116,576 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 3.3 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 3.7 15.6 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 10.1 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 17.2 17.6 
1938 1,371,699 432,084 3,450,827 
Cumulative 36 weeks to Sept. 10. / 1937 1,221,946 446,737 4,708,300 
1936 1,289,851 463,888 4,486,144 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 13.1 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 3.3 26.7 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 6.3 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 6.9 23.1 


Per cent to 15 year average, 71.0. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
4,950 26,634 24,993 134,451 232,801 568,887 
9,348 33,656 71,586 147,031 282,327 708,202 
9,007 31,878 51,779 149,173 291,693 700,147 
5,102 30,093 26,593 155,143 257,865 648,039 
47.0 20.9 65.1 8.6 17.5 19.7 
45.0 16.5 51.7 9.9 20.2 18.7 
171,045 954,741 540,948 5,271,372 7,919,450 20,112,166 
383,922 1,345,065 1,730,569 5,954,291 10,860,579 26,642,409 
307,362 1,138,445 1,085,561 5,657,788 9,605,578 24,034,617 
55.4 29.0 68.7 11.5 27.1 24.5 
44.4 16.1 68.7 6.8 17.6 16.3 
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COMMISSION REPORTS 


Turpentine Cups 


In I. and S. No. 4475, turpentine cups in the south. By 
division 2. Proposed increased rating of sixth class, or 40 per 
cent of first class, iron or steel turpentine cups, in southern 
territory, found justified. The present rate basis is 32.5 per 
cent of first class. According to the report, the suspended 
schedules also contained provisions for identical application in 
connection with common carrier by motor vehicles. 


Commuter-Passenger Service 


No. 27968, Benjamin Lorberblatt vs. Pennsylvania. By 
division 2. Dismissed. Defendant’s manner of conducting 
commuter-passenger service between New Jersey points and 
its Pennsylvania station in New York, N. Y., not shown to 
have resulted or to result in a violation of sections 2 and 6 


of the interstate commerce act or section 1 of the Elkins act, 
as alleged. 


SALAD DRESSING AND VINEGAR 


The Commission, by division 5, in I. and S. M-333, salad 
dressing and vinegar over lines of H. Kemp, has found un- 
lawful proposed reduced any-quantity commodity rates on 
salad dressing and vinegar between New York, N. Y., and 
Philadelphia, Pa., has ordered the suspended schedule canceled 
and the proceeding discontinued. ‘The schedule was dated 
to become effective April 14. On protest of the Middle Atlan- 
tic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., the schedule was 
suspended. Respondent, H. Kemp, of Queens, N. Y., the re- 
port said, failed to appear at the hearing. 

The facts in this proceeding, said the report, were similar 
to those considered in Rates of Lambert Transfer, 3 M. C. C. 
651, and Silk and Silk Products between Eastern Points, 3 
M. C. C. 657, wherein the Commission said the failure of re- 
spondent to appear left it without a basis, other than the rea- 
sons for which the proposed rates were suspended, on which 
to decide whether such rates were in violation of the act, etc. 
Chairman Splawn noted a concurrence. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC F-563, Tamiami Trail Tours, Inc., purchase, Elliott- 
Young Consolidated, Inc., embracing also MC F-569, Same, 
purchase, H. O. Rooks, the Commission, by division 5, has ap- 
proved and authorized the purchase by Tamiami Trail Tours, 
Inc., of Tampa, Fla., of operating rights and property of Elliott- 
Young Consolidated, Inc., for $30,000. The Commission, how- 
ever, dismissed the application of Tamiami Trail Tours, Inc., 
for authority to purchase operating rights of H. O. Rooks, dba 
Rooks Coach Line, on finding vendor not a motor carrier within 
the meaning of section 203(a) (14). 

In MC 86786, Charles E. Mandot, contract carrier applica- 
tion, the Commission, by division 5, has denied a permit to 
operate as a contract carrier of paper, paper products, fer- 
tilizer, and machinery between points in Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, 
West Virginia, Pennsylvania and New York, over irregular 
routes. The Commission said that evidence of inadequacy of 
existing rail and motor transportation facilities in the territory 
involved, or of dissatisfaction with the present available motor- 
carrier service was totally lacking in this record. No shipper, 
it said, appeared in support of the application, and there was no 
assurance that applicant, if granted the permit sought, would 
be given sufficient tonnage by the American Agricultural 
Chemical Co. and Gair Cleveland Cartgns Co. for which he 
proposed to haul, to enable him to operate profitably at the 
rates he proposed to charge for the service rendered. 

Commissioner Lee, dissenting, said he favored grant of 
the permit. The fact that applicant had contracts with two 
shippers for the transportation of the considered commodities, 
he said, was sufficient evidence of a need for the service in the 
absence of any evidence to the contrary. Furthermore, no 
exceptions were filed to the recommended order, in which it 
was proposed to grant the permit, said he. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

Finance No. 9954, Fonda, Johnstown & Gloversville reorganization. 
Ralph A. Gans and Delia L. Gans, bona fide owners and holders of 
$44,000 principal amount of first consolidated general refunding mort- 
gage bonds of the Fonda, Johnstown & Gloversville, bearing interest 
at the rate of 4% per cent and maturing 1952, permitted to intervene. 

No. 27804, New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. Petition of defendants for modification of findings and order, 
denied. 

No. 28090, Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. vs. Abilene & Southern et 
al. Missouri Millers Association permitted to intervene. 

MC 1305, application of Daniels & Kennedy, Inc., for authority to 
qualify as a self-insurer under the provisions of section 215, motor 


carrier act, etc. Application denied. Order shall become effective Octo- 
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ber 17, unless on Commission’s own motion or for good cause shown 
by applicant it is otherwise ordered. 

Finance No. 11782, Warrior Southern et al. abandonment. Effective 
date of certificate issued under date of July 14, further extended to 
October 15. 

MC C-88, books—Kingsport, Tenn., to Chicago, Ill., and group. 
Proceeding discontinued. Order of July 18, vacated and set aside. 

No. 27896, Island Creek Coal Co. et al. vs. C. & O. Anchor Coal 
Co., Boone County Coal Corporation and Colcord Coal Co. permitted 
to intervene. 

No. 28090, Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al. Board of Commissioners, Lake Charles Harbor & Terminal 
District permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 9954, Fonda, Johnstown & Gloversville, reorganiza- 
tion. New York Trust Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 28090, Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. vs. Abilene & Southern et 
al. Hutchinson Board of Trade Association, Fort Worth Grain and 
Cotton Exchange, Fort Worth Freight Bureau and Fort Worth Cham- 
ber of Commerce permitted to intervene. 

MC 14916, W. D. Gill, common carrier application. Effective date 
of order of August 2, postponed to October 15. 


COMBINATION RATE PROPOSAL 


Railroads have filed a fourth section application with the 
Commission seeking relief from the aggregate of interme- 
diates provision of the fourth section to permit application of 
combination rates via recognized base points. 

The application was filed on behalf of carriers parties to 
Trunk Line Association tariff No. 107-A, W. S. Curlett’s I. 
C. C. No. A-549, L. E. Kipp’s I. C. C. No. A-2829 and Frank 
Van Ummersen’s I. C. C. No. 322, and Central Freight Asso- 
ciation tariff No. 491-B, B. T. Jones’ I. C. C. No. 2920 and 
L. E. Kipp’s I. C. C. No. A-2715. 


Authority is asked to establish or maintain rates between 
points in Western Trunk Line territory, on the one hand, and 
points in Official Classification territory, on the other, as set 
forth in the petition, without observing the aggregate of inter- 
mediates provision of the fourth section. The carriers propose: 


(a) To substitute for the various aggregate of intermediates pro- 
visions the following: 

If the aggregate of intermediate interstate rates to and from base 
points named below, contained in tariffs lawfully on file with the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, applicable via any route over which the 
through rates published in this tariff apply, produces a lower charge 
on a shipment than the rates published in this tariff, such aggregate 
of rates will apply via all routes over which the rates published in this 
tariff are applicable, and the through rate published in this tariff has 
no application to that shipment— 

Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 

Manistique, Mich. 

Menominee, Mich. 

Marinette, Wis. 

Kewaunee, Wis. 

Manitowoc, Wis. 

Milwaukee, Wis. 

Chicago, Ill. 


Keithsburg, IIl. 
W. Keithsburg, Ia. 
Burlington, Ia. 
Ft. Madison, Ia. 
Keokuk, Ia. 
Quincey, Ill. 

W. Quincy, Ia. 
Hannibal, Mo. 


Dubuque, Ia. E. Hannibal, Ill. 
E. Dubuque, Il. Louisiana, Mo. 
Clinton, Ia. Alton, Ill. 

E. Clinton, Ill. St. Louis, Mo. 
Davenport, Ia. E. St. Louis, Ill. 
Rock Island, IIl. Peoria, Ill. 
Moline, Ill. Pekin, Iil. 


E. Moline, Ill. 


In ascertaining the aggregate of intermediate rates under the above 
rule, factors applying over other than all-rail routes may not be used 
in ascertaining rates over all-rail routes. 

In ascertaining the aggregate of intermediate interstate rates under 
the above rule from stations in Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Rhode Island and Vermont, factors 
applying over all-rail differential or water-rail differential routes only 
may not be used in ascertaining rates over other than all-rail differential 
or water-rail differential routes. (This paragraph to be used only 
where applicable.) 

(b) To apply via b&€e points not named in paragraph (a) the single- 
factor through rates presently in effect or which may subsequently be 
established even though such single-factor through rates exceed the 
aggregate of separately established intermediate rates made over such 
base points. 

The list of gateways set forth in paragraph (a) is, of course, 
experimental and represents carriers’ judgment as to what is necessary 
under present conditions. Specific relief is desired to add recognized 
base points when found necessary. 

The principal causes for combination rates less than through rates 
are: 
(a) Publication of special subnormal rates to meet motor truck or 
other forms of competition, also the publication of special rates from 
and to specific points to cover special conditions. 

(b) Differences in classification ratings. 

(c) Differences in exception to classification ratings. 

(d) Application of classification ratings in one territory and ex- 
ception to classification ratings in another territory. 

(e) Charges which result from rates in one territory subject to 
minimum weight different from that applicable in other territories and 
also different than the minimum weights governing the through pub- 
lished rates. 
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(f) Maintenance of group rates at either origin or destination or 
both. 

This application is based upon the following facts which present 
all of the circumstances and conditions relied upon by your petitioners 
in justification of relief herein prayed: 

Prior to the publication of inter-territorial class rates under the 
order of the Commission in I. C. C. Docket 17000, Part 2 (164 I. C. C. 
1 and 204 I. C. C. 595), combinations were made on recognized base 
points (usually Mississippi River Crossings) and systems of proportional 
rates were published to and from such points that resulted in an 
equalization of rates via the various gateways. Coincident with the 
establishment of single-factor through rates the proportional rates re- 
ferred to were cancelled. The order in the case referred to required 
the application of combination rates where lower than single-factor 
through rates and with the cancellation of the orderly system of pro- 
portional rates that had been published for the specific purpose of 
equalizing the various gateways, combination rates were made avail- 
able over any and all points. 

Combination rates over points other than recognized gateways are 
frequently obscure and it is only the very fortunate and persistent 
traffic man who is able to determine with any degree of certainty, 
before shipments move, what combinations will reduce the through 
published rate. There is nothing peculiarly strange about the fact that 
these obscure combinations are not always known. Special rates are 
continually being established to meet competing forms of transportation 
and frequently special rates are also published to meet special condi- 
tions. These rates may expire or may be changed from time to time 
so that it is, as a practical matter, impossible to keep abreast of com- 
binations which would result from their use. 

The situation which results from differences in classification rat- 
ings and classification exceptions is obvious. The same kind of difficul- 
ties result from differences in minimum weight in connection with fac- 
tors used in combination rates. As a general rule, classifications and 
exceptions different in one territory from that applying in another are 
proper. This is also true with respect to minimum weights. Neither 
however might be proper to govern through rates. Of course those 
differences should be observed via recognized interchange points, but it 
does not follow that the carriers should be compelled to reduce through 
— by reason of such differences over interior or obscure junction 
points. : 

In the Docket 17000-Pt. 2 Class rate adjustment the Commission 
authorized groupings of origins and destinations. The application of 
combination rates over interior points seriously disrupts these groups 
and makes available a multitude of point to point rates. This results 
in complicated tariffs and destroys the relationship of producing or 
consuming .points one with the other, thus affecting the orderly mar- 
keting of goods. Single-factor through class rates have in all cases 
been either prescribed or approved by the Commission. These class 
rates are presumed to be reasonable and proper and non-discriminatory. 
The requirement that combination rates, when lower, must be observed 
as maxima, produces an overhead adjustment that may be considered 
discriminatory, thus bringing about a situation which is one of the 
things the Commission's Order in the Docket 17000-2 was designed 
to cure. 

Shippers will be benefited as much as the carriers by what is pro- 
posed herein. By confining the use of combination rates over recog- 
nized gateways they will know with reasonable certainty what the 
rates are without an arduous search of numerous tariffs to determine 
that no new rates had been established, the combinations of which would 
be less than the through rates under which they were operating. Even 
after a long and careful check the shipper who determines the lowest 
combination would be extremely lucky and the shipper not so fortunate 
in finding the lowest combination would be placed at a disadvantage as 
against the more fortunate one. Shippers in determining their selling 
prices as a general practice use the through published rate from their 
own producing points and from their competitors’ producing points 
and the freight rate is reflected in the selling price. When it is later 
discovered that combination rates are less than the rates on which 
the selling price was based, claims are filed and the seller receives some- 
thing to which he is not entitled. The consumer who logically should 
be entitled to the refund would not be benefited at all. 


The use of combination rates where less than through rates will 
frequently give to shippers located at one point an unwarranted ad- 
vantage over their competitors located at another point, particularly 
where such shippers can utilize in combinations, sub-normal rates es- 
tablished to meet other forms of transportation, and similar rates are 
not available to their competitors. 

The use of combination rates made over amy and all points is, in 
many cases, the cause of circuitous and wasteful transportation and 
frequently disrupts and destroys prescribed or approved rate adjust- 
ments and relationships. It is also the cause of frequent controversies 
between shippers and carriers as to the rate legally applicable and is 
a continual source of trouble to the railroad revising bureaus who 
must of necessity search numerous tariffs to determine the applicable 
rate. It is a fact that in many instances it is impossible to determine 
with any degree of certainty what rate is applicable. 

This proposal if approved will, we are convinced, be a construc- 
tive step in stabilizing the rate structure between territories here in- 
volved and will materially simplify the determination of the appli- 
cable rate as it will be much simpler for shippers and carriers to de- 
termine combination rates over recognized gateways, than if they are 
forced to check combinations over any and all points, the vast majority 
of which were never, and should not be, considered as normal gateways. 

While under conditions which existed prior to the invasion of motor 
trucks into the transportation field, rates which were in excess of 
combination rates were regarded as prima facia unreasonable, this con- 
dition no longer exists, as motor trucks with their lower operating 
costs have established rates lower than the reasonable maximum rates 
previously maintained via the rail carriers and the rail carriers for 
competitive reasons have had to meet these low rates. It is the position 
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of rail carriers that they should not be required to use these sub-normal 
rates, established to meet special competitive conditions, as factors to 
reduce through rates between points where there is no motor truck 
operation and where the same competitive conditions do not exist. On 
such traffic the rail carriers are entitled to the application ef the nor- 
mal rates and should not be forced by the terms of the aggregate of 
intermediates provision of Section 4, which was enacted when trans- 
portation by rail represented the only means of handling freight, to 
reduce through rates by the use of depressed rates as factors which were 


published to meet competition not present in the transportation of 
through traffic. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


MC F-675. Kansas City Southern Transport Co., Inc., Kansas City, 
Mo., asks authority to purchase and temporarily to lease, until 
exercise of option to purchase, operating rights of the Tri-State Tran- 
sit Co. of Louisiana, Inc., between DeQuincy and Lake Charles, La. 
Applicant also asks the Commission to approve, for not more than 
180 days, the leasing of the certificate rights of Tri-State company. 
MC F-676. Southeastern Greyhound Lines, Lexington, Ky., asks 
authority to issue an equipment purchase note not to exceed $12,672 
for the purpose of financing the purchase of one 36 passenger A. C. 
F. bus from the Union Bus Co. 


Findnce No. 12166. Rutland Railroad Co., by Luis G. Morphy, its 
trustee, asks authority to extend to June 1, 1941, time of payment 
of principal of $110,000 par value of equipment trust certificate issued 
in 1929, and to enter into an agreement with the R. F. C. and Guar- 
anty Trust Co. of New York, trustee, providing therefor. 


Finance No. 12167. Rutland Railroad Co., by Luis G. Morphy, its 
receiver, asks that the R. F. C. be authorized to purchase, at 97 per 
cent of par $110,000 of 5 per cent equipment trust gold certificates 
under the Rutland Railroad equipment trust of 1924 and after 
such purchase has been made to extend the time of payment thereof 
to June 1, 1941. The $110,000 of certificates are what remain unpaid 
of an original issue of $825,000 of such certificates, says the application. 


Finance No. 12168. Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey asks au- 
thority to abandon about 4.75 miles of line between Bowentown Junc- 
tion and Greenwich Pier, N. Y. Abandonment was sought, said the 
application, because traffic, formerly moving over the line consisting 
of mostly fish and agricultural products, had been almost wholly 
diverted by competing highway carriers. 


Finance No. 12169. Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. asks au- 
thority to abandon its line between Russellville and Adairville, Ky., a 
distance of about 12 miles. According to the application the line is 
not now performing, and will not in the future perform, any necessary 
transportation service, its abandonment will result in material savings 


to applicant, and there is, and will be, no economic justification for 
its continued operation. 


Finance No. 12171. Sunset Railway Co. asks authority to abandon 
its line between Taft and Shale, Calif., a distance of approximately 
7.027 miles. According to the application that line does not handle 
sufficient traffic to justify the cost of its maintenance and operation. 

Finance No. 12172. Southern Pacific Co. asks authority to adandon 
operation over the line of the Coos Bay Lumber Co. between Myrtle 
Point and Powers, Ore., a distance of about 18.78 miles. The applica- 
tion says that a trackage agreement expires December 31 and traffic 
does not warrant continued operation. 


Finance No. 12173. Pioneer & Fayette Railroad Co. asks authority 
to borrow, on short term notes, $2,500 from the Pioneer Banking Co., 
of Pioneer, O., to be repaid at the rate of $200 a month with interest 
at 6 per cent and the entire loan to be used in payment of income 
taxes for 1935 and 1936. 


Finance No. 12015. Supplemental. Southern Railway asks action 
on that part of its application for approval of purchase by the R. F. C. 
of $14,000,000 of its equipment trust certificates respecting $500,000 
proposed to be issued to procure funds for four Diesel-electric or 
gasoline passenger trains. That part of the application was held 
up because. specifications for the equipment had not been prepared. 

MC F-677. Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., Oklahoma City, Okla., 
asks authority to purchase the permits and operations and class ‘‘A’’ 
certificates of Cuppy’s Fast Freight Lines, Inc., dba Cordell Sentinel 
Motor Freight. Applicant also asks the Commission for temporary 


grant of approval to operate the properties of Cuppy’s Fast Freight 
Lines, Inc. 

MC F-678. Frisco Transportation Co., St. Louis, Mo., asks au- 
thority to purchase the motor earrier operation of Joseph W. Parker, 
dba J. W. Parker Truck Line, Blytheville, Ark. A temporary grant 
of approval for a period not to exceed 180 days is also asked by 
applicant. 

MC F-679. Frisco Transportation Co., St. Louis, Mo., asks au- 
thority to purchase motor carrier operation of Louis Tolson, dba 
Tolson’s Transfer, Walnut Ridge, Ark. Applicant also asks the 
Commission for temporary approval of a lease for a period not to 
exceed 180 days, of Tolson’s properties. 


G. M. & N. ROUTING 

The Commission, by division 3, by service order No. 63-A, 
has vacated and set aside service order No. 63 which provided 
for the routing of Gulf, Mobile & Northern traffic through 
open routes via Jackson, Tenn., while there was disagreement 
between the Illinois Central and the Gulf, Mobile & Northern 
last July. Provisions for routing have been incorporated in a 
tariff filed by the Gulf, Mobile & Northern and the Mobile & 
Ohio so the necessity for the service order has disappeared. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 





COCOA BEAN STORAGE 


XAMINER ALFRED G. HAGERTY has recommended dis- 

continuance of the Commission-initiated, No. 28008, storage, 
cocoa beans in New York territory, including also I. and S. No. 
4481, storage, cocoa beans in New York district, on a finding 
that the respondents’ rates, charges, rules, regulations and prac- 
tices governing the transportation of cocoa beans, carloads, 
from origins within the New York City harbor district to 
warehouses within that district for storage and thence to inter- 
state destinations beyond, are not unlawful. 

Both proceedings grew out of the filing of tariffs by the 
Pennsylvania increasing the storage period from one to two 
years to meet a situation created in March, 1938, by the Cen- 
tral of New Jersey, the Lehigh Valley and the New York, On- 
tario & Western making such an increase in the storage pe- 
riod. The tariffs of the three carriers were allowed to go into 
effect. When the Pennsylvania filed a like tariff to meet the 
competition of the other railroads, they were suspended on 
protests and representations, according to the report, by the 
American Warehousemen’s Association, merchandise division. 
It was represented that the storage arrangement effectively 
violated section 2, 3 and 6 of the interstate commerce act, and 
conflicted with the Commission’s findings in Propriety of Op- 
erating Practices—New York Warehousing, 198 I. C. C. 134, 
216 I. C. C. 291, and 220 I. C. C. 102, concerning, the examiner 
said, commercial services rendered by carriers. 

The Pennsylvania was thus left at a competitive disadvan- 
tage in favor of the three respondents who had given effect to 
the two-year storage arrangement March 1, 1938, said the 
examiner. He said the two-year storage arrangement was made 
by the three carriers as a provident measure against anticipated 
shipping interruption at the sources of supply in Africa and 
Brazil, deemed likely to result from what was then regarded 
as labor and political unrest in those countries; the idea being 
to afford opportunity to dealers and users in this country to 
accumulate, in advance, an adequate supply while shipping 
channels were open. 

Both proceedings, the examiner said, were heard contempo- 
raneously. It becoming apparent, said the examiner, that uni- 
formity in the authorized period of storage, as a competitive 
consideration, was desirable on the line of all respondents, 
the Commission, on motion of the Pennsylvania, allowed its 
schedules to become effective. In vacating the suspension 
order, however, said the examiner, the alleged unlawfulness 
of the Pennsylvania’s schedules was made a part of the in- 
quiry into the lawfulness of the schedules then in effect on the 
lines of the other respondents, provision for the inquiry being 
made in No. 28008, instituted by the Commission on its own 
motion. 

Storage services, according to the examiner, may be had at 
any of the warehouses reached by respondents’ rails within 
the New York City harbor district; including public and private 
warehouses, as well as any that may be owned, controlled, and 
operated, directly or indirectly by the carriers. 


Traffic, according to the examiner’s report, is handled on 
the basis of the local rate to the point of storage. Then when 
the beans are sent to final destination the only additional 
charge is the difference between the rate to the storage point 
and the rate to final destination. For illustration, the examiner 
pointed out, the local rate from New York to Bayway, N. J., 
a storage point, was 15 cents, and the rate from New York to 
Hershey, Pa., a typical final destination, was 17 cents. Under 
the arrangement when beans were shipped from storage at 
Bayway to Hershey the additional charge from the storage 
point was the difference between the rates to Bayway and 
Hershey, that is, two cents. 


How that two-cent rate balance might be labeled in re- 
spondents’ tariff schedules, the examiner said, seemed imma- 
terial. Respondents did not, he said, in warehouses, directly or 
indirectly owned, controlled, or operated by them, allow free 
storage of cocoa beans; nor did they assume any costs or 
make any payments for such storage services furnished else- 
where. 

Examiner Hagerty pointed out that for the past several 
years none of the railroad owned or controlled warehouse space 
in the harbor district had been made use of in storing cocoa 
beans, although respondents concededly had such space, and 
made it available to the bean shippers at published storage 





rates, in addition to the freight rates maintained for the trans- 
portation. Those storage rates, on file with the Commission, 
he said, were not show to be unreasonably low or less than 
compensatory in any instance. In the recent revenue case 
the carriers, the report showed, were authorized to increase 
the storage rates ten per cent. None of the parties questioned 
the lawfulness of those rates, which, in the absence of a con- 
trary showing, must be deemed presumptively reasonable and 
otherwise lawful, said the examiner. 

Protestant, the examiner said, did not tender any evidence 
in support of its representatives that the schedules of the 
Pennsylvania would violate sections 2, 3 and 6 of the inter- 
state commerce act, or that the two-year storage period would 
in any manner conflict with the Commission’s findings in Pro- 
priety of Operating Practices-New York Warehousing, supra. 


RATES ON M. D. & S. RAILROAD 


In a proposed report in No. 27975, Dublin and Lawrence 
County Chamber of Commerce vs. Macon, Dublin & Savannah 
et al., Examiner Alfred G. Hagerty has recommended that the 
Commission find that the traffic and rate-making policies of 
the carrier mentioned are subject to the control of the Sea- 
board Air Line and its receivers. 

Using that proposed finding as a base, the examiner has 
recommended that the Commission find not justified and un- 
reasoable for interstate transportation of property between 
locations on the line of the Macon, Dublin & Savannah and 
defined territories beyond, arbitraries in excess of either the 
standard-line class-rates, or rates made percentages thereof. 
He recommended that, on the ground that the Macon’s rates 
were unreasonable to the extent of arbitraries added, the 
Macon should be ordered to readjust the rates free from added 
arbitraries on the basis of the contemporaneous standard line 
rates for like services. He said that the rates inflated by 
arbitraries should be canceled. 

The complaint alleged that the rates of the Macon, Dublin 
& Savannah were and for the future would be in violation of 
sections 1, 3 and 4 to the extent that they included arbitraries 
in excess of the standard-line rates contemporaneously main- 
tained for like services in measure and kind. The Macon rail- 
road extends from Macon to Vidalia, Ga., a distance of about 
94 miles. The Macon, in Southern Class Rate Investigation, 
100 I. C. C. 513, was classed among the short lines entitled to 
arbitraries in excess of the standard line class rates therein 
prescribed, the assumption being that it was not among the 
short lines “under common control or management with stand- 
ard lines.” The complainant alleged, however, that the Macon 
was “under common control management of the receivers of 
the Seaboard Air Line Railway” and therefore not entitled to 
“relief line arbitraries.” The prayer was, the examiner said, 
for the establishment of standard-line rates, free from added 
arbitraries, from and to points on the Macon, the claimed 
effect of which would be, in a business sense, to place the 
communities dependent on that carrier for railroad services on 
a standard line railroad with standard line rates available, thus 
—! them more attractive as prospective industrial loca- 
ions. 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Commutation Passenger Fares 


I. and S. No. 4500, commutation fares between Washington 
and Virginia. By Examiner Frank C. Weems. Cancellation of 
commutation passenger fares between Washington, D. C., and 
stations on the line of the Southern Railway Co. in Virginia, 
approximately within 95 miles of Washington, proposed to be 
found justified. Vacation of suspension order and discontinu- 
ance of proceeding proposed. According to the report, with- 
drawal of the sale of commutation tickets would leave avail- 
able only the normal basis of coach fares, namely two cents 
a mile. The railroad’s passenger traffic manager testified that 
with the increase in improved highways, but schedules and 
use of private automobiles, local traffic over the Southern had 
practically vanished, and with it, commuter travel, said the 
report. 

Wastepaper Board 


No. 28003, Beveridge Paper Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al. 
By Examiner Carl A. Schlager. Dismissal proposed. Rate of 
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53.5 cents, wastepaper board or paper stock board, Indianapolis, 
Ind., to Fort Smith, Ark., proposed to be found applicable. 
Shipments were made between February 14, 1934, and October 
31, 1935. Complainant sought use of a combination rate of 46.5 
cents, under an alternative application, composed of a class 25 
rate of 18 cents to Centralia, Ill, and a commodity rate of 
28.5 cents beyond.- 
Wheat Bran 


No. 27939, Globe Grain & Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al. By Examiner Carl A. Schlager. Dismissal proposed. Ap- 
plicable rate one caricad wheat bran milled in transit at San 
Diego, Calif., from wheat originating at Goodland and Levant, 
Kan., and forwarded to Paso Robles, Calif., determined to be 
83 cents and proposed to be found not unreasonable. 


New York Ferry Fares 


I. and S. No. 4484, ferry charges between Weehawken 
and New York City. By Examiner Charles M. Bardwell. Pro- 
posed increased fares of West Shore Railroad Co. for local 
ferry passengers between Weehawken, N. J., and terminals in 
New York City at West 42nd Street and Cortlandt Street, 
proposed, without prejudice, to be found not justified. The 
proposal was to increase the fare between Weehawken and West 
42nd Street from four to six cents, and from Weehawken to 
Cortlandt Street from six to ten cents. The examiner said the 
condemnation should be without prejudice to the filing of fares 
of five cents and eight cents for the services mentioned. 


Passenger Fares 


No. 27984, Vernon Hinkle vs. N. Y. C. et al. By Exam- 
iner Harold M. Brown. Dismissal proposed. Passenger fares, 
Indianapolis, Ind., to Mexico City, Mexico, and return, proposed 
to be found not shown to have been unreasonable or other- 
wise unlawful. On January 22, 1936, complainant purchased 
54 round trip tickets from Indianapolis to Mexico City at $98.10 
a passenger. Because of a change in the original schedule, 
according to the report, complainant obtained 54 one-way 
tickets for which an additional charge was applicable of $9.72 a 
passenger from Laredo to Hearne, Tex. Complainant, said the 
report, desired a waiver of this additional charge; a change 
in the terms of the governing tariff to permit Hearne to be 
used as an interchange point, instead of Alice, and authoriza- 
tion permitting the Texas Mexican and Southern Pacific to 
relinquish that portion of the revenue accruing to them for 
transportation not furnished. The examiner said there was 
nothing to support the allegations of discrimination, prejudice, 
or violation of the long-and-short-haul clause of section 4; and 
the provisions of the governing tariff were not shown to have 
been improperly interpreted or applied. 


Exhibition Booths 


No. 28007, Joseph T. Griffin Co. vs. Chicago & North West- 
ern et al. By Examiner Carl A. Schlager. Dismissal proposed. 
Charges collected on two carloads of exhibition booths or 
stalls, k. d., one from Louisville, Ky., to San Francisco, Calif., 
shipped June 29, 1936, and the other from San Francisco to 
Louisville, shipped July 20, 1936, proposed to be found to have 
been inapplicable resulting in undercharges. Applicable rate 
not shown to have been or to be unreasonable, the report 
says. The examiner proposed that the Commission find that 
the applicable charges were $1,209.79 on the shipment from 
Louisville to San Francisco and $1,458.03 on the shipment from 
San Francisco to Louisville. According to the report charges 
were collected at the applicable fourth-class rate of $3.225, 
plus 5 cents emergency charges based on a weight of 36,200 
pounds from Louisville to San Francisco, and 44,520 pounds 
from San Francisco to Louisville. Defendant, the report said, 
said that the correct weight of the former shipment was 36,940 
pounds. Charges, it said, of $1,453.58 were collected on the 
latter shipment, due to an error in computing the charges. A 
rate of $2 plus emergency charges was sought. 


Bituminous Coal 


No. 27559, Morehead Cotton Mills Co. vs. C. & O. et al. 
By Examiner John McChord. Dismissal proposed. Rate, $2.60 
a net ton, bituminous coal, points in Virginia and West Virginia 
to Spray, N. C., proposed to be found not unreasonable. Com- 
plainant alleged that the rate was unreasonable to the extent 
that it exceeded $2.50 a net ton. 


ACME CASE RULE APPLIED 


Utilizing the Commission’s decision in the Acme Fast 
Freight Line, Inc., application, made July 12, as a foundation 
therefor, Examiner C. J. Peterson, in MC 17481, Ernest E. 
Moore, doing business as Moore Motor Freight Lines, common 
carrier application and applications joined therewith, has recom- 
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mended that the Commission deny him authority, either as a 
common or contract carrier or as a broker under the motor 
carrier act to perform service, chiefly between the Twin Cities 
on the one hand and Chicago, Ill., on the other. The report 
was served September 21. Peterson’s report also embraces MC 
19693, Ernest E. Moore, dba Moore Freight Lines, common 
carrier application; MC 21231, Same, dba Moore Freight Lines, 
common carrier application; MC 24697, Same, dba Moore 
Freight Lines, contract carrier application; and MC 80532, 
Same, dba Moore Freight Lines, broker application. 

The applicant uses the vehicles of others in transporting 
freight on his bills. 

A certificate was sought as a common carrier of general 
commodities or a permit authorizing operation as a carrier of 
special commodities, namely, meat, dairy products, canned 
goods, cleaning compounds, mill feeds, vegetables and cereals 
between points in Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin and Illinois; and 
also a license as a broker to arrange for transportation of 
general commodities by motor, rail, water, rail and water, and 
rail and motor vehicle. 

According to the report Moore began long distance haul- 
ing by motor in 1929, prior to that time having been in the 
local cartage and short-hauling business, with his own vehicles 
but that on the grandfather date he owned only one truck used 
for local pick-up and delivery in the Twin Cities. Moore, the 
report said, claimed grandfather rights on account of the opera- 
tion of a jointly owned truck, operated by a man to whom 
Moore paid $175 a month, the operator having contracts to 
haul for Swift & Co., Russell Miller Milling Co. and the Twin 
City Wholesale Grocery Co. 

Applicant solicited both truckloads and_less-than-truck- 
loads for transportation, the examiner said, and in 1935 was 
responsible for 24,000,000 pounds of freight and in 1936 for 
20,000,000 pounds, trucks of others being used in hauling, the 
truck owner taking receipts for the goods on the applicant’s 
freight bills. Applicant, the report said, had special contracts 
with Swift & Co. and Armour & Co., which he filed with the 
Commission. Opposition to grant of the applications, the exam- 
iner said, came from the rail lines and many motor carriers. 

The operations of the applicant, the report said, were s'm- 
ilar to those embraced in the Acme case. After outlining that 
case, Examiner Peterson said: 


In undertaking to forward goods by the motor vehicles of others, 
applicant is a common carrier under the common law definition of 
“common carrier,’’ but he is not a common carrier by motor vehicle 
as defined by the act. Applicant, as a forwarding company, may law- 
fully utilize the services of motor common carriers by assuming the 
status of a shipper and paying such carriers their published rates. A 
motor common carrier cannot lawfully contract to furnish transpor- 
tation service for applicant, as a forwarding company, for special com- 
pensation not based upon its published local or joint tariffs on file 
with the Commission. Applicant, when acting as a forwarding company, 
is engaged in common carriage for the general public as common car- 
riage is defined at common law. Hence, shipments for which he may 
assume responsibility as a forwarding company cannot lose their iden- 
tity as shipments in common carriage at any stage of the transporta- 
tion, and hence, also they cannot lawfully be transported by a motor 
contract carrier, The record indicates that most of the owner-operators 
that have been used by applicant were or are contract carriers. 


JOINT BOARD VS. I. C. C. 


Disagreeing with the Commission’s decision in the Scott 
Bros. case, a recommendation that a certificate be granted 
applicant to operate as a common carrier of general commodi- 
ties in pick-up and delivery service for the Railway Express 
Agency, Inc., and rail carriers within the city limits of the con- 
tiguous cities of Standwood and East Stanwood, Wash., over 
irregular routes, has been made by joint board 80, composed of 
Ralph J. Benjamin, in a proposed report in MC 91051, Jesse N. 
Hall, doing business as Hall’s Service Station and Transfer, 
common carrier application, served September 22. 

The joint board said that no protest against grant of the 
application had been filed. This case, it said, brought up the 
questions that were involved in Scott Brothers, Inc., Collection 
and Delivery Service, 4 M. C. C. 551, decided February 28, 1938, 
in which the Commission held that pick-up and delivery service 
rendered by motor carriers in behalf of railroads was neither 
a motor contract nor common carrier service and that, there- 
fore, certificates of public convenience and necessity were not 
required by such operators. 

The board said it could not agree with the Commission’s 
decision in the Scott Bros. case. It said it was unnecessary to 
go into its reasons for they were well expressed in the dissent- 
ing opinion of Commissioner Rogers in the Scott case. The 
joint board said it believed that the pick-up and delivery prob- 
lem was not solved by the Commission’s decisions and orders; 
that it was a growing problem and that it was becoming more 
serious daily. Realizing that this recommended report and order 
might be reversed and set aside by the Commission, said the 
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board, it felt that it would be remiss in its duty if it neglected 
again to call to the attention of the Commission a matter which 
so seriously affected regulation of motor carriers. 


RAIL BUS LINE SAVES RAIL MONEY 


In a proposed report in MC 75874, sub. No. 1, Boston & 
Maine Transportation Co. extension of operations, served Sep- 
tember 21, joint board No. 189, has recommended issuance of 
certificates to this subsidiary of the Boston & Maine Railroad 
to operate busses between points in New Hampshire, Massa- 
chusetts and Vermont over specified routes; and specifically 
only between Durham and Exeter, N. H. 

As part of the justification for the issuance of certificates, 
the report said the president of the applicant testified that al- 
though the operations of the applicant had resulted in a deficit 
in the past, nevertheless the railroad saved approximately 
$200,000 in 1936, from the discontinuance of some of its lines 
and the curtailment of service on other of its lines, and that 
this saving to the railroad, of course, was not reflected in the 
accounts of the applying transportation company. 

Authority was recommended only as to service between 
Durham and Exeter, N. H., under the application for authority 


to operate over Route No. 8, the application covering eight 
routes in all. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be- 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission.) 


MC 30605, Sub. No. 2, Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., 
Moline-Chautauqua and Emporia-Pittsburg extensions. Joint 
board 52. Served September 20. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities over specified routes between Emporia and Pitts- 
burg, Kan., also between Moline and Chautauqua, Kan. 

_ MC 14385, Nelson Transfer and Storage Co., broker applica- 
tion. Joint board 118. Served September 20. License proposed. 
Household goods and related articles between points in West 
Virginia and points in any other state or the District of Co- 
lumbia and Canada. 

MC 12083, James H. Wilson, broker application. Joint board 
65. Served September 20. License proposed. Household goods 
between points in York county, Pa., on the one hand, and 
points in Canada and the United States, except Connecticut, 
Delaware, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, on the other. 

MC 39330, Zoel A. Houle, dba Eagle Transportation Co., 
contract carrier application. Joint board 69. Served September 
20. Applicant’s operations proposed to be found those of a com- 
mon carrier. Certificate recommended. Continuance of opera- 
tion, sugar, Boston, Mass., to points on certain highways in 
Maine; paper, Madison, Me., to certain Massachusetts points; 
and potatoes, Brooks, Me., to Boston and Lowell, Mass. 

MC 38876, Albert L. Daigle and Israel Daigle, dba Daigle 
Bros., contract carrier application. Joint board 69. Served Sep- 
tember 20. Applicant’s operations proposed to be found those 
of a common carrier. Certificate recommended. Continuance 
of operation, sugar, Boston, Mass., to points on certain highways 
in Maine; hardware, Lowell, Mass., to Portland, Me.; and 
canned goods, Portland to Fitchburg, Mass. 

MC 35479, Sub. No. 1, J. T. Wills, extension of operations. 
Joint board 61. Served September 20. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Wooden shoe heels, Charleston, W. Va., to Ports- 
mouth, O., over a specified route. 

MC 44183, L. B. Smoot, common carrier application. Joint 
board 62. Served September 20. Certificate proposed. Con- 
tinuance of operation, general commodities, with certain excep- 
tions, between Huntington and Charleston, W. Va., and between 
Huntington, W. Va., and Jenkins, Ky.; also tobacco between 
Huntington, on the one hand, and Lexington and Maysville, Ky., 
on the other, over specified routes. 

MC 88432, D. H. Hancock, common carrier application. 
Joint board 77. Served September 20. Certificate proposed. 
Oil field equipment and supplies, between points and places in 
Texas within a radius of 200 miles of Corpus Christi, where 
either the origin or destination in each instance is an old field, 
over irregular routes. 

MC 88492, William Janousek, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 21. Served September 20. Denial for want of prose- 
cution proposed. Groceries between Chicago, Ill., and points in 
Indiana, over regular and irregular routes. 


MC 88536, Shirley Palmer, dba Shirley Palmer Trucks, con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner R. J. Olentine. Served 
September 20. Permit recommended. Refined liquid petroleum 
products, Billings, Mont., and Cody, Wyo., to Salt Lake City, 
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Utah, Ashton and Twin Falls, Ida., over specified routes, includ- 
ing certain intermediate points on such routes. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 88947, John Lester Hillbish, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served September 20. Permit 
recommended. Malt beverages, Reading, Pa., to specified points 
in Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, 
and the District of Columbia, and empty containers on return 
trips, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

MC 89016, W. R. Burke, common carrier application. Joint 
board 245. Served September 20. Certificate proposed. Sheet 
rock, rock lath, plaster, lime, gypsum products, metal lath, win- 
dow sash and frames, Plasterco and North Holston, Va., to 
Beckley, W. Va., and points within a radius of 30 miles of 
Beckley. 

MC 89049, George Barrett, Jr., contract carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 236. Served September 20. Permit recom- 
mended. Butter, New Martinsville, W. Va., to Pittsburgh, Pa., 
via Wheeling and Weirton, W. Va., over W. Va., highway 2 and 
U. S. highway 22, and empty containers and egg cases from 
Pittsburgh to New Martinsville over the same route, with the 
right to serve Wheeling in the movement from New Martins- 
ville to Pittsburgh. 

MC 2844, Chicago & Calumet District Transit Co., Inc., 
application to qualify as self-insurer. Examiner F. W. Dennis- 
ton. Served September 20. Denial of application of Chicago & 
Calumet District Transit Co., Inc., for authority to qualify as a 
self-insurer, under the provisions of section 215 of the motor 
carrier act, proposed. According to the report applicant op- 
erates more than 100 busses of large seating capacity in Illinois 
and Indiana. The examiner said it appeared that applicant’s 
present net worth was not sufficient to establish satisfactorily 
its ability to meet the obligations for bodily injury liability 
and property damage liability for the minimum amounts pre- 
scribed in the Commission’s rules and regulations and with 
which it might be confronted on accidents arising out of its 
operations. 

MC 88499, Nelson Gokey, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 22. Served September 17. Permit proposed. Flour 
and baker’s supplies and equipment, between Hartford, Conn., 
on the one hand, and Springfield, Pittsfield and Clinton, Mass.., 
on the other; and between Springfield, Mass., on the one hand, 
and Claverack, Albany, Troy, and Saratoga Springs, N. Y., on 
the other, over irregular routes. 

MC 88830, Guy E. Whitman, common carrier application. 
Joint board 69. Served September 17. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Seasonal operation, passengers, between Boston, 
Mass., and Sidney, Nova Scotia, over specified routes to the 
international boundary line. 

MC 88857, Sub. No. 1, Owen Milton Collett, extension of 
operations. Joint board 280. Served September 17. Denial 
of certificate proposed. Gasoline and liquid petroleum prod- 
ucts, in«bulk, between Salt Lake City, Utah, and certain other 
Utah points, and points in Colorado and Wyoming over speci- 
fied routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days 
from date of service. 

MC 88879, C. H. Morgan, common carrier application. 
Joint board 118. Served September 17. Denial of certificate 
proposed. General commodities between Ronceverte and 
Union, W. Va., over U. S. highway 219. 


MC 89009, H. R. Fiess, contract carrier application. Joint 
board 59. Served September 17. Permit recommended. Build- 
ing materials, sewer pipe, iron and steel and pipe manufactur- 
ing equipment between Malvern, Sugar Creek and Bellaire, O., 
Beaver Falls, Washington and Pittsburgh, Pa., and New Mar- 
tinsville, W. Va., on the one hand, and all points in Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

MC 89023, Edward I. Strank, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 62. Served September 17. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities, in Kentucky, Ohio 
and West Virginia, between points within 25 miles of Hunting- 
ton, W. Va., over irregular routes. 

MC 89406, R. E. Feagin, contract carrier application. Joint 
board 77. Served September 17. Denial of permit proposed. 
General commodities in pick-up and delivery service for rail 
lines within the city limits of Hempstead, Tex., over irregular 
routes. The joint board in its recommendation cited Scott 
Brothers, Inc., Collection and Delivery Service, 4 M. C. C. 551. 
Mod:fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 92733, Hartley R. Wallace, dba Wallace Cartage & 
Storage, common carrier application. Joint board 27. Served 
September 17. Certificate proposed. General commodities be- 
tween Buffalo, N. Y., and the international boundary; nickel 
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and nickel products from the international boundary to Cleve- 
land, O., Erie, Pa., Syracuse, Lockport, Niagara Falls and Dun- 
kirk, N. Y.; sheet steel from Cleveland to the international 
boundary; and household goods between the international 
boundary and points in Ohio, Pennsylvania and New York. 

MC 89429, Ernest W. Ferguson, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 29. Served September 17. Certificate recom- 
mended. Coal over a specified route from mines within 35 
miles of Alpine, Wyo., to Idaho Falls, Ida., serving Ririe and 
Iona, Ida., as intermediate points, and Rigby and Lincoln, Ida., 
and points within five miles of Ririe, Iona, Idaho Falls, Rigby 
and Lincoln as off-route points. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

MC 88360, H. L. Chambers, C. A. Chipman, and A. W. 
Shaner, dba Trio Transportation Co., contract carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner T. Naftalin. Served September 17. Permit 
proposed. Liquid petroleum products, in tank-trucks, between 
Bolivar, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in Pennsylvania 
within 150 miles thereof, on the other, over irregular routes. 

MC 80487, Star Dray and Transfer Co., Inc., Lewiston, 
Ida., broker application. Joint board 49. Served September 
17. Denial of license proposed. Operations by applicant in 
arranging transportation of general commodities proposed to 
be found not those of a broker. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service. ; 

MC 66664, Elton Randall Johnson, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 6. Served September 17. Denial of cer- 
tificate or permit proposed. General commodities between 
Twin Falls, Ida., and Portland, Ore. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 89299, Michael J. Schiavo, dba Schiavo Brothers, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served 
September 16. Applicant’s operation proposed to be found that 
of a contract carrier. Permit recommended. Store fixtures 
between Philadelphia, Pa., and points in Delaware, Maryland, 
and New Jersey within a radius of 75 miles of Philadelphia, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

MC 89273, Mike Dozler, common carrier application. Joint 
board 138. Served September 16. Certificate proposed. Live 
stock, Templeton and Bayard, Ia., and points within 10 miles 
of Bayard, to Omaha, Neb., over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 89256, Robert McGowan, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 61. Served September 16. Permit recommended. 
Commodities such as are handled by retail department stores 
and wholesale merchandise houses between Parkersburg, W. 
Va., and points in Ohio within 25 miles of Parkersburg. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 75584, Sub. No. 1, William Ear] Rutherford, extension 
of operations—New Jersey. Joint board 67. Served Septem- 
ber 16. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with cer- 
tain exceptions, between Doylestown, Pa., and Lambertville, 
N. J., between New Hope and Kintnersville, Pa., and between 
Riegelsville, Pa., and Riegelsville, N. J., over specified routes, 
serving off-route points of Stockton and Milford, N. J. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 1504, Sub. No. 10, Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, 
extension of operations—Lexington. Joint board 103. Served 
September 21. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express, mail, and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between Raleigh and Lexington, N. C., over 
U. S. highway 64, with service to all intermediate points; also 
charter service. 


MC 9888, Williams Transportation Co., Inc., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 134. Served September 21. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Continuance of operation, petroleum prod- 
ucts, over irregular routes, Tiverton and Providence, R. L., 
and Fall River, Mass., to points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island 
and Connecticut. 

MC 10188, Sub. No. 1, Roscoe W. Martin, extension of op- 
erations. Joint board 72. Served September 21. Certificate 
recommended. Continuance of operation, general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, between Palmyra, Ind., and certain 
specified points in Indiana, over regular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 11220, Gordons Transports, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner J. L. Bradford. Served September 21. 
Certificate recommended. Continuance of operations, general 
commodities, over certain specified routes, between points in 
Arkansas, Illinois, Missouri, Oklahoma, Tennessee and Texas. 
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MC 19341, H. A. Taylor, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer Paul R. Naefe. Served September 21. Certificate pro- 
posed. Continuance of operation, specified commodities, from 
and to certain points in Rhode Island and Massachusetts over 
specified routes; uncrated household goods in truckloads be- 
tween specified points in Massachusetts and points and places 
in New Hampshire, Connecticut, Rhode Island, and Massa- 
chusetts, over irregular routes; and textile machinery in truck- 
loads between certain points in Rhode Island and Massachusetts 
and points and places in Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Maine, Rhode Island, and Connecticut, over irregular routes. 

MC 19366, Elmer Deal, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer A. F. Borroughs. Served September 21. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities, except household goods, be- 
tween points in Pennsylvania, on the one hand, and points in 
New York, New Jersey and Maryland, on the other, and sugar 
from Baltimore, Md., to points in West Virginia, over irregular 
routes. 

MC 22139, Sub. No. 1, Alfred J. Gorey, extension of opera- 
tions. Joint board 20. Served September 21. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Petroleum products, in bulk, Braintree, 
Mass., to Laconia, N. H., over a specified route, serving only 
Manchester, N. H., an intermediate point, and Laconia. Class 
I rail carriers in New England, the Railway Express Agency, 
Inc., the Petroleum Haulers of New England, Inc., J. E. Faltin, 
and City Oil Transportation Co. opposed grant of the appli- 
cation. 

MC 30451, Sub. No. 1, Luper Transportation Co., Okla- 
homa-New Mexico-Texas extension. Examiner Reece Harri- 
son. Served September 21. Permit recommended. Packing house 
products, fresh, cured, cooked, and preserved meats, dressed 
poultry, eggs, sea foods, and articles merchandised by packing 
houses, over irregular routes in extension of service, Wichita, 
Kan., to points in New Mexico, Okdahoma, and Texas. 

MC 73074, Sub. No. 1, Jacob S. Staker, extension of op- 
erations. Examiner A. F. Borroughs. Served September 21. 
Certificate recommended. Liquid petroleum products, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., to Nelsonville, O., and empty containers from the 
latter point to Pittsburgh; farm machinery between Malta, O., 
and Indianapolis, Ind.; fertilizer between Cleveland and Co- 
lumbus, O., on the one hand, and points in West Virginia, on 
the other; and building materials from Malta to points in West 
Virginia and Kentucky, over irregular routes. 

MC 75873, General Transportation Co., common carrier 
application. Joint board 231. Served September 21. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Continuance of operation, general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over regular routes, between Boston 
and Danvers, Mass., and between Boston and Beverly, Mass., 
and over irregular routes between points on the regular routes. 

MC 81035, Don McCumber, common carrier application. 
Joint board 21. Served September 21. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General farm products, between points 
in Douglas county, Ill., and adjoining counties in Illinois and 
Chicago, Ill., and Indianapolis, Ind., over irregular routes. 

MC 82194, Sub. No. 2, Milwaukee Truck Service, Inc., 
Milwaukee-Alton-Streator-Peoria extension. Joint board 13. 
Served September 21. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities between Milwaukee, Wis., and East St. Louis, IIL, 
via Chicago, Joliet, Springfield and Alton, Ill.; between Wauke- 
sha, Wis., and junction of Wisconsin highway 100 and Mil- 
waukee county truck highway “H’”; and between Waukesha, 
a junction of Wisconsin highway 36 and U. S. high- 
way 45. 

MC 88044, Fred Orsine, dba Orsine Trucking Co., common 
carrier application. Joint board 18. Served September 21. 
Certificate recommended. General commodities, Taunton, Mass., 
to Pawtucket, R. I., including Providence, R. I., as an interme- 
diate point. 

MC 88517, Selma Swid, dba Swid Trucking Co., common 
carrier application. Examiner T. Naftalin. Served September 
21. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General com- 
modities between New York City, on the one hand, and Balti- 
more, Md., and Boston, Mass., on the other, over regular routes. 

MC 88645, Edward Pearsall, Florence Pearsall, and Grace 
Horton, co-partners, dba Edward Pearsall Co., contract car- 
rier application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served September 
21. Denial of permit proposed. Paper cups, plates and other 
paper containers, Easton, Pa., to Richmond, Va., Raleigh and 
Charlotte, N. C., and Columbia, Darlington, and Charleston, 
S. C., over irregular routes. 

MC 88798, John Valletta, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer R. J. Flood, Jr. Served September 21. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. General commodities between 
points in New York, New Jersey, Delaware and Maryland 
over regular and irregular routes. 

MC 88970, Harry Leifer, common carrier application. Joint 
board 120. Served September 21. Denial of certificate pro- 
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posed. General commodities, except household goods, between 
Washington, D. C., and Baltimore, Md., over U. S. highway 1, 
over regular routes. Trunk Line rail carriers opposed grant of 
the application. 

MC 89050, L. Zeisloft, common carrier application. Joint 
board 74. Served September 21. Certificate proposed. Man- 
ufactured fertilizer, farm feeds, and grain, Baltimore, Md., 
on the one hand, to points within 25 miles of Bloomsburg, 
Pa., on the other, in the months of April, May, August, and 
September. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

MC 89219, Henry E. Johnson, dba H. E. Johnson Cartage 
Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 21. Served Sep- 
tember 21. Permit recommended. Oxygen, acetylene, and 
liquid air in cylinders, and empty cylinders between Lockport, 
Ill., and East Chicago, Ind., over a specified route. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 89324, Walter Eli Sipe, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 74. Served September 21. Permit recommended. 
Crushed stone over irregular routes, Blue Mount, Md., to 
points in York county, Pa. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

MC 89357, Walter Buffenmyer, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 67. Served September 21. Permit proposed. 
Prefabricated concrete silos, parts, and accessories therefor, 
Netcong, N. J., to points in Pennsylvania, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 94060, Sub. No. 1, Edwin Nickols Yeary, extension of 
operations. Examiner J. L. Bradford. Served September 21. 
Certificate recommended. Live stock and farm products, be- 
tween points in Fayette and Clark counties, Ky., on the one 
hand, and points in Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Tennessee, West 
Virginia and North Carolina, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

MC 58937, H. E. Sweze & Son Motor Transportation, Inc., 
common carrier application, embracing also MC 59192, 
Swezey’s Freight Line, Inc., common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer William A. Maidens. Served September 21. Certifi- 
cate recommended as to continuance of operation, general 
commodities, except those of unusual value, explosives, pre- 
cious metals, and articles which might contaminate other 
freight, between points in New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Connecticut. Denial of certificate and permit pro- 
posed in MC 59192, general commodities between points in New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Connecticut. 

MC 43407, B. M. Spackman, of Uniontown, Pa., broker 
application. Examiner A. F. Borroughs. Served September 
21. Denial of license proposed. General commodities, points 
in Pennsylvania, West Virginia and Maryland to points in Penn- 
sylvania, Maryland, Virginia, Delaware, New Jersey, New York 
and the District of Columbia, and from points in New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to points in Pennsylvania and West Virginia. 

MC 95270, Clyde Grubbs and Delmar Grubbs, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 60. Served September 22. Denial 
of application proposed. Dirt, stone, sand and gravel between 
points in Hamilton county, O., on the one hand, and points in 
Dearborn and Franklin counties, Ind., on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

MC 95264, Everett Teke, common carrier application. Joint 
board 60. Served September 22. Dismissal of application pro- 
posed at request of applicant. Dirt, stone, sand, and gravel be- 
tween points in Hamilton county, O., on the one hand, and points 
in Dearborn and Franklin counties, Ind., on the other, over 
irregular routes. 


MC 95263, Charles Hawley, common carrier application. 
Joint board 60. Served September 22. Dismissal of application 
proposed at request of applicant. Dirt, stone, sand, and gravel 
between points in Hamilton county, O., on the one hand, and 
points in Dearborn and Franklin counties, Ind., on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

MC 95262, Oliver C. Carlton, common carrier application. 
Joint board 60. September 22. Dismissal of application proposed 
at request of applicant. Dirt, stone, sand, and gravel between 
points in Hamilton county, O., on the one hand, and points in 
Dearborn and Franklin counties, Ind., on the other, over ir- 
regular routes. 

MC 95260, Jesse Powell, common carrier application. Joint 
board 60. Served September 22. Dismissal of application pro- 
posed at request of applicant. Dirt, stone, sand, and gravel 
between points in Hamilton county, O., on the one hand, and 
points in Dearborn and Franklin counties, Ind., on the other, 
over irregular routes. 
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MC 95258, Walter E. Blasdel, common carrier application. 
Joint board 60. Served September 22. Dismissal of application 
proposed at request of applicant. Dirt, stone, sand, and gravel 
between points in Hamilton county, O., on the one hand, and 
points in Dearborn and Franklin counties, Ind., on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

MC 95159, Frank O. Yaste, common carrier application. Joint 
board 80. Served September 22. Certificate recommended. 
Shingles, points in Jefferson and Grays Harbor counties, Wash., 
to Hoquiam and Aberdeen, Wash., over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 94226, Phil Costich, dba Cooperative Auto Freight, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 80. Served September 22. 
Certificate recommended. Continuance of operation, general 
commodities, with certain exceptions, between Spokane and 
Colville, Wash., serving all intermediate points over U. S. high- 
way 395. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 93482, Arthur A. Carr, dba Carr Transfer Co., contract 
carrier application. Joint board 45. Served September 22. Per- 
mit recommended. Fibre cases and canning machinery, Olympia, 
Wash., to certain points in Oregon, and canned goods from 
Olympia to Hoquiam, Wash., and between Olympia and cer- 
tain points in Oregon, over regular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

MC 88894, George Percy Jenkins, Jr., contract carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 68. Served September 22. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. General commodities, between Wash- 
ington, D. C., and points within a 50-mile radius of the District 
of Columbia, over irregular routes. According to the report, 
applicant failed to appear at the hearing. 

MC 88086, Charles Lo Frisco, contract carrier application. 
Examiner William A. Maidens. Served September 22. Permit 
proposed. Paper bags, wrapping paper and paper rolls between 
specified points in New York and New Jersey. 

MC 88055, Robert H. Costello, common carrier application. 
Joint board 68. Served September 22. Denial for want of prose- 
cution proposed. General commodities, between points in Mont- 
gomery county, Md., and points within 50 miles thereof in Mary- 
land, Virginia, and the District of Columbia, over irregular 
routes. 

MC 63517, Sub. No. 2, Petroleum Carrier Corporation, 
August extension. Joint board 131. Served September 22. Per- 
mit recommended. Petroleum and petroleum products, in pack- 
ages and tank trucks, Augusta, Ga., to destinations in South 
Carolina, within 150 miles thereof, and empty containers on 
return trips, over irregular routes. 

MC 39653, Sub. No. 1, Harry B. Gibbs, extension, Washing- 
ton. Joint board 45. Served September 22. Certificate proposed. 
Household goods, between Portland, Ore., on the one hand, and 
all points in Washington, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 17639, Sub. No. 1, W. J. Hanford, extension of operations 
—between Gully and Chicago. Joint board 144. Served Sep- 
tember 22. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Applicant 
sought a certificate as a common carrier of live stock from Gully, 
Minn., and points within a radius of 25 miles thereof, to Chi- 
cago, Ill., and “agricultural implements, farm machinery, and 
tractors” from Chicago, Canton, East Moline, and Rock Island, 
Ill., to Gully and points within a radius of 25 miles thereof, over 
irregular routes. 


OUTSTANDING ORDERS VACATION 


The Commission, in continuation of its policy to issue “show 
cause” orders, has issued such orders as to two lists of old 
decisions, the maintenance part of the orders in which, it is 
suggested, might well be vacated. It has set October 19 as the 
date on which those who object to vacation shall show cause 
why the orders should not stand as issued. Replies are to be 
filed not later than November 8. One of the lists is headed by 
I. and S. No. 1563, Live Stock to, from and between Points in 
the Southeast, 74 I. C. C. 419, 91 I. C. C. 292, 101 I. C. C. 105, 
and 129 I. C. C. 365; and the other by I. and S. No. 1558, Coal 
from Kentucky, Tennessee, and Virginia to Northern and North- 
western Points, 73 I. C. C. 447, and 89 I. C. C. 573. 

The Commission has vacated the maintenance part of out- 
standing orders in three groups of cases because no return has 
been made to its show cause order in respect to them. One list, 
in which orders have been vacated, is headed by No. 11275, 
Carnegie Steel Co. vs. Director General, Pittsburgh & Ohio 
Valley Railway Co. et al., 80 I. C. C. 269 and 101 I. C. C. 638; 
another list is headed by No. 9784, West Virginia Rail Co. vs. 
Baltimore & Ohio et al., 53 I. C. C. 652 and 73 I. C. C. 149; and 
the third list is headed by No. 11453, Morris & Co. et al. vs. 








PAGE 584 


ene General, Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al., 74 I. C. C. 


The Commission has vacated outstanding maintenance part 
of orders in two other groups of cases, one list beginning with 
No. 7304, The City of Memphis et al. vs. Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific et al., 39 I. C. C. 256, 43 I. C. C. 121; 45 I. C. C. 487; 
a2. C. C. 515; 7. C. C. 3; G11. C. C. Hs; GSI. C. C. 
654, 102 I. C. C. 227, 155 I. C. C. 247, 157 I. C. C. 498, and 213 
I. C. C. 559, and the other with No. 8182, Western Cement 
Rates 468°C C2 SLC C.235,0LCCEeK LR LC. Cc. 
273, and 213 I. C. C. 611. Replies were made to cases in each 
of the’ two lists, but notwithstanding those replies, the Commis- 
sion ordered vacation. 

In another group of cases, the Commission directed vacation 
of the maintenance parts except in No. 6490, Anson, Kilkey & 
Hurd Co. et al. vs. Southern Pacific et al., 33 I. C. C. 132, 38 
I. C. C. 105, and 78 I. C. C. 495. Objections were made to the 
vacation of orders in that case which for several years re- 
ceived much attention at the hands of the Commission. This 
was the leading case in its group of cases. 

The Commission has issued “show cause” orders as to 
four lists of old decisions, the maintenance part of the orders 
in which, it is suggested, might well be vacated. It has set 
October 17 at the date on which those who object to vacation 
shall show cause why the orders should stand as issued. Re- 
plies to any return made to show cause orders are to be filed 
not later than November 7. One of the lists is headed by No. 
12569, Chevrolet Motor Co. of Michigan vs. Director General, 
A. T. & S. F. et al., 87 I. C. C. 517; another, by No. 11541, 
Arizona Corporation Commission et al. vs. Arizona Eastern 
Railroad Co. et al., 64 I. C. C. 253, 85 I. C. C. 76, and 88 I. C.C. 
90; the third, by No. 11025, Pritchard-Wheeler Lumber Co. 
et al. vs. Director General, Missouri Pacific et al., 83 I.C.C. 
260; and the fourth, by I. and S. No. 1809, Transit of Phos- 
phated Flour at Nashville, Tenn., and points on the Tennessee 
Central Railroad, 81 I. C. C. 738. 

Additional “show cause” orders have been issued as to a 
list of old decisions and the Commission has set October 20 
as the date on which those who object to vacation shall show 
cause why the orders should stand as issued. Replies to any 
return made to the orders are tobe filed not later than Novem- 
ber 9. The list is headed by I. and S. No. 1885, Brick and Clay 
Products from, to and between Points in Southern Territory, 
reported in 88 I. C. C. 543, 109 I. C. C. 161, and 155 I. C. C. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and order in F. D. 12148, New York Central Railroad Co. 
bonds, granting authority to pledge with the Hartford Accident & 
Indemnity Co. as additional collateral security under an agreement 
dated January 2, 1933, as supplemented April 22, 1938, between the 
applicant and that company, not exceeding $600,000, principal amount, 
of refunding and improvement mortgage 5 per cent bonds, series C, 
now in applicant’s treasury, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. 12117, Philadelphia, Baltimore & 
Washington Railroad Co. et al. abandonment, permitting abandonment 
by the Philadelphia, Baltimore & Washington Railroad Co. of part 
of a branch line of railroad in New Castle county, Del., and abandon- 
ment of operation thereof by the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., lessee, 
approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 11993, Long Island Railroad 
Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Long Island Rail- 
road Co. of a part of its branch line of railroad in Suffolk county, 
N. Y., approved. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 

MC-F 497, Valley Public Service Co., purchase, C. M. & S. Transit, 
Inc.; and MC-F 498, Valley Public Service Co., purchase, Everett 
Burnside. Valley Public Service Co. asks stay of effectiveness of report 
and order recommended by joint board No. 117, with leave to present 
further facts in opposition to attachment of conditions set forth in 
proposed findings and proposed to be incorporated in order. 

MC-F 48, Queen City Coach Co., lease, ET&WNC Motor Trans- 
portation Co. Queen City Coach Co. asks dismissal of application. 

No. 23908, Williams Brothers, Inc., vs. Missouri Pacific et al. 
Defendants ask that outstanding rate order entered March 28, 1932, 
be vacated and set aside. 

No. 27804, New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. Defendants in a supplemental petition ask clarification and modi- 
fication of decision of division 4. 

No. 27651, J. L. Fetterman vs. A. G. S. et al. Complainant asks 
reconsideration. 

No. 27804, New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. Defendants ask postponement of effective date of order. 

1. & S. No. 4294, live stock, Idaho to interstate destinations. Idaho 
Public Utilities Commission, protestant, asks argument before entire 
Commission. 

1. & S. No. 4517, wallboard in southern territory. J. G. Kerr, for 
and in behalf of respondents, asks Commission to vacate and set aside 
suspension order, dated August 9, in so far as it suspends cancellation 
of proportional rates on boards, building, wall or insulating, namely: 
fibreboard, pulpboard or strawboard, or fibreboard, pulpboard or straw- 
board, and wood combined, applicable on traffic destined to official 
(including Illinois) territory. Respondents also ask that they be 
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granted such relief from tariff rules as will permit publication of sup- 
plements providing for vacation and lifting of order of suspension 
effective on one day’s notice. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 

The Erie and the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy have filed 
applications with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modification of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b), 
seclion 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party 
desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing 
within 15 days from September 20. 

The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe; Baltimore & Ohio; 
Lehigh Valley; and New York, New Haven & Hartford have 
filed applications with the Commission for approval of pro- 
posed modification of signal systems or devices under paragraph 
(b) section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested 
party desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing 
within 15 days from September 16. 

The Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis; Delaware 
& Hudson; Baltimore & Ohio (Staten Island Rapid Transit) ; 
and Southern Pacific Co. have filed applications with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modification of signal systems 
or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate 
commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should 
advise the Commission within 15 days from September 17. 

The Pennsylvania has filed an application with the Commis- 
sion for approval of proposed modification of signal systems 
or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate 
commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should 
advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from Sep- 
tember 21. 

The Chicago Great Western has filed an application with 
the Commission for approval of proposed modification of signal 
systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the in- 
terstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from 
September 22. 


— 


ARBITRARY ON SAND AT CHICAGO 


Witnesses for a number of complaining companies and 
intervenors in Docket 28064, E. A. Keller & Sons et al. vs. 
Alton et al., hearing in which was held before Examiner Disque 
at Chicago September 16 and 17, asked for a removal of the 
20-cent arbitrary applicable on sand delivered in the Chicago 
district on which a two-line haul was involved. R. L. Keller 
said that his company was located on the Indiana Harbor Belt, 
on which railroad there were no sand pits, and that, therefore, 
he was at a disadvantage of competitors on trunk lines who 
do not have to pay the arbitrary. According to C. B. Ackerman, 
attorney for the complaining receivers of sand, the arbitrary 
was fixed by the Commission in Docket 17817, Chicago Gravel 
Company et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. (118 I. C. C. 633), in 
which a scale of zone rates on sand destined to the Chicago 
territory was also fixed. There was no complaint, he explained, 
against the measure of those rates. 

Substantially similar testimony, varying only as to the 
details of the locations of their plants, was introduced by a 
number of other dealers in sand and building materials in the 
district, all of them located on switching lines, including, in 
addition to the Indiana Harbor Belt, the Baltimore and Ohio 
Chicago Terminal, the Belt Railway of Chicago and the Chicago 
and Illinois Western. The Federal American Cement Tile Com- 
pany, through M. S. Allison, testified that it needed a par- 
ticular grade of sand in its manufacturing operations and that, 
therefore, it had to pay high rates under the line-haul scale 
because that kind of sand could not be obtained at relatively 
near pits. It thought the addition of the arbitrary to those rates 
was unreasonable, he testified. 

Railroad witnesses, under the guidance of P. F. Gault, at- 
torney for the Chicago and North Western, said there was 
nothing to show that the rates plus the arbitrary were unrea- 
sonable as such. Nor was there anything discriminatory be- 
cause plants located on trunk lines got a lower rate than those 
on switching lines, they said, that situation resulting merely 
from advantage in location. They pointed out that a removal 
of the arbitrary from the rate would not eliminate the switch- 
ing expense and that the result would be the absorption by 
the trunk lines of the switching charge in line-haul rates which 
were already abnormally low. 


SUBIACO REORGANIZATION 


R. A. Young, Jr., has asked the Commission in Finance No. 
12080, Fort Smith, Subiaco & Rock Island, to ratify his appoint- 
ment as trustee of that property for reorganization under sec- 
tion 77 of the national bankruptcy act. Mr. Young said that 
none of the companies with which he is connected is related, 
connected, or affiliated with the railroad, or any of its affiliated 
interests. 
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SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-481, the Commission has suspended from 
September 20 until December 19, the operation of certain 
schedules as published in supplement No. 20 to tariff MF 
I. C. C. No. B-116 of Agent W. L. Meyers. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish reduced commodity rates on 
paper and paper articles, in less-truckload and volume lots, 
from certain producing points in western Michigan to certain 
points in Illinois and Indiana. An illustrative proposal is to 
establish a less-truckload rate of 18 cents in lieu of the 
present less-truckload rate of 20 cents; and a rate of 15 cents, 
minimum 5,000 pounds, in lieu of the present rate of 17 cents, 
same minimum, on chipboard, pulpboard or strawboard from 
Kalamazoo, Otsego, Parchment, Plainwell, Three Rivers and 
White Pigeon, Mich., to Chicago, Ill., and Hammond, Ind. 

In I. and S. M-482, the Commission has suspended from 
September 20 until December 19, the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in tariffs MF I. C. C. Nos. 15 and 16 of Earl 
Singer and Louis M. Hubert, doing business as East Liverpool- 
Pittsburgh Motor Freight, East Liverpool, O. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new rules providing reduced 
charges for redelivery and for stopping in transit for partial 
loading or unloading; also new reduced classification excep- 
tions ratings. The following is illustrative: 


Vegetables, fresh or green, from Chester, W. Va., to Allenport, 
Pa., present rate, class rating or column, minimum weight 16,000 
pounds, 50K; present rate in cents per 100 pounds, 30; proposed rate, 
class rating or column, minimum weight 16,000 pounds, 5; proposed 
rate in cents per 100 pounds, 22. 


In I. and S. M-483, the Commission has suspended from 
September 20 until December 19, the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in supplement No. 1 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 
5 of Checker Transfer and Van, Incorporated, Kansas City, Mo. 
The suspended schedules propose to establish an exceptions 
rating of Class 55 (55 per cent of the first class rates) on elec- 
tric storage batteries in less-truckload quantities for single line 
application between points on its line in the states of Kansas, 
Missouri and Oklahoma; in lieu of the present rating of Class 
72 (72 per cent of first class rates). 

In I. and S. M-484, the Commission has suspended from 
September 20 until December 19 the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in supplement No. 20 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 
No. 3 of Wheelock Bros., Inc., Kansas City, Mo. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new and reduced commodity 
rates on dairy products from Junction City, Manhattan, Pea- 
body and Topeka, Kan., to Chicago, Ill., and points grouped 
therewith, in lieu of the present class rates. An illustrative 
proposal is to establish a rate of 70 cents, minimum 5,000 
pounds, in lieu of the present rate of 76 cents, same minimum, 
from Peabody, Kan., to Chicago, Ill. 

In I. and S. M-485, the Commission has suspended from 
September 21 until December 20 the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 19 of Alternate 
Agent H. Halverson, Los Angeles, Calif. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish new proportional any-quantity and 
truckload commodity rates on various commodities between 
Los Angeles, Calif., and Los Angeles Harbor or Long Beach 
Harbor, Calif. The following is illustrative: canned goods, 
between Los Angeles, Calif., and Long Beach, Calif.: 


Present rate, less truckload, 32; proposed rate, any quantity, 17%; 
present rate 2,000 lbs., 27, proposed rate, 12%; present rate, 4,000 lbs., 
22, proposed rate, 10; present rate, 10,000 lbs., 15, proposed rate, 8%. 


In I. and S. M-486, the Commission has suspended from 
September 21 until December 20 the operation of all sched- 
ules as published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 1 of Agent John 
Byrne. The suspended schedules propose to establish new re- 
duced water-motor less-truckload class rates between points 
in California, on the one hand, and Portland, Ore., Seattle 
and Tacoma, Wash., on the other. The following is illus- 
trative: class rates in cents of 100 pounds, between Portland, 
Ore., and Los Angeles, Calif.: 


Present rate, based on combination over Los Angeles Harbor, and 
includes pick-up and/or delivery at Los Angeles, class 1, 178, class 2, 
151, class 3, 136, class 4, 120; proposed rate, through rates and do not 
include pick-up or delivery, class 1, 134, class 2, 111, class 3, 100, class 
4, 89. 


In I. and S. M-487, the Commission has suspended from 
September 22 until December 21 the operation of all schedules 
as published in Supplement 2 to Tariff MF-I. C. C. A-7 of 
Agent A. R. Fowler. The suspended schedules propose to es- 
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tablish a provision providing for deliveries without charge to 
points within the Union Stockyards District of Chicago, by the 
addition of the following exception: 


Except that there shall be no additional charge for deliveries in 
excess of one to points within the Union Stockyards district; 


to the rule governing additional stops for loading or unloading, 
the pertinent portions of which read as follows: 


Freight in one shipment may be delivered to two or more, but not 
more than five places in the city of Chicago (proper), Ill., at an addi- 


tional charge of three cents a 100 pounds at the actual weight delivered 
at such places. 


In I. and S. M-488, the Commission has suspended from 
September 22 until December 21 the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in Supplement 10 to joint Tariff MF-I. C. C. 
43 of Agent R. L. Weck and others. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a reduced less-truckload commodity rate 
of 63 cents a 100 pounds on magazines from St. Louis, Mo., to 
Memphis, Tenn., applicable only as a proportional rate on 
traffic originating at points in New York and Pennsylvania and 
then only on traffic moving into St. Louis, Mo., via rail lines; 
in lieu of the present rate of 65 cents. 


FREIGHT RATE INCREASES 


_ Asserting that they direly need additional revenue, anthra- 
cite railroads in Pennsylvania, in No. 28050, intrastate rates on 
anthracite in Pennsylvania, ask the Commission to prescribe 
rates on hard coal for intrastate application in that common- 
wealth on the level of interstate rates, permitted by the Com- 
mission in Ex Parte 123. 

In a brief in that case the carriers estimate that bringing 
rates in Pennsylvania to the interstate level, for the removal 
of discrimination against interstate commerce, will produce an 
increased revenue of approximately $812,000 a year. Ten 
anthracite originating railroads they declare, will receive prac- 
tically all this additional revenue in which they are in dire 
need. The ten roads, it is declared, are peculiarly dependent 
on revenue from anthracite coal. There is no reason, declare 
the hard coal haulers, for relieving intrastate anthracite traffic 
in Pennsylvania from its just share of the burden caused by 
increased cost of maintaining an adequate and efficient railway 
transportation service. They declare, in addition, that the 
refusal of the Pennsylvania commission to permit an increase 
of eleven cents a gross ton, places an undue burden on and un- 
justly _discriminates against interstate commerce, unduly 
prejudices railroads, shippers, and consignees who must use 
interstate routes for transportation of anthracite to destinations 
in Pennsylvania and unduly prefers communities along the bor- 
der of Pennsylvania. 


_The action of the state commission, the brief asserts, unduly 
prejudices the Lehigh Valley railroad in that it diverts to intra- 
state routes of that carrier which formerly used its interstate 
route causing a revenue loss of $100,000 a year. The brief 
declares that the elevation of the state rates to the interstate 
level would not cause diversion of traffic to trucks, pointing out 
that the increase would increase the fuel costs of the average 
householder by only 22 to 80 cents a year. Obviously, said the 
brief, unless the railroads were confident that the effect thereof 
would not be adverse, they would not propose the intrastate 
increases, nor would they have applied the increase of eleven 
cents to anthracite shipments moving in interstate commerce 
which constituted 80 per cent of the total shipments from 
breakers. 

The Pennsylvania Retail Coal Merchants’ Association, in 
its brief said that the evidence conclusively showed thai the 
trucking of anthracite, in competition with the railroads, was 
increasing steadily even under the present level of intrastate 
rates. For this and for other reasons, it said, it was the posi- 
tion of the association that the present level of anthracite rates 
within Pennsylvania was too high and should be revised down- 
ward rather than be subjected to the increases proposed. 
Equipped as these retail merchants were to receive anthracite 
by rail, said the brief, they were particularly subject to the 
serious effects of the competition of truckers who hauled coal 
direct from the mines to the premises of the consumer, and for 
that reason their interest in maintaining the flow of anthracite 
traffic by rail was identical with that of the rail carriers. 

The brief declared that witnesses for the retailers were all 
emphatic in statements that the proposed increases in rates 
would drive anthracite traffic from railroads to the trucks and 
to other competitive fuels, in which case, the railroads instead 
of benefiting to the extent of obtaining increased revenue would, 
to the contrary, suffer a decided reduction in their revenue so 
far as anthracite was concerned. 

With regard to interstate trucking, the brief declared the 
evidence clearly showed a dissimilarity in conditions as be- 
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tween the interstate trucking of anthracite from Pennsylvania 
to destinations in other states and trucking to destinations within 
Pennsylvania. Restrictive legislation in New York, New Jersey 
and Maryland, which, it said, set up a barrier at Pennsylvania’s 
borders rendered the interstate trucking of anthracite much 
more difficult to points in those states than to points in Penn- 
sylvania. 

Carriers have failed to justify exercise by the Commission 
of the extraordinary powers required in regulating intrastate 
rates, declares a brief in behalf of 36 anthracite producers, 
representing between 60 and 65 per cent of the entire produc- 
tion of Pennsylvania anthracite. They have failed to show, adds 
the brief, that the intrastate rate cause any unjust discrimina- 
tion against interstate or foreign commerce or any preference 
or prejudice as between persons or localities in intrastate com- 
merce, on the one hand, and interstate or foreign commerce, 
on the other. It submits that the Commission should so find and 
discontinue this proceeding. 

The brief asserts that the Commission has firmly refused 
“to invade the state field,” unless clear justification is shown, 
the quoted language being from Emergency Freight Charges 
Within Idaho, 213 I. C. C. 130. It said that it would require 
particularly strong ground in this case to justify the Commis- 
sion’s exercising its extraordinary powers under section 13 in 
overriding the action of the Pennsylvania commission, which, 
with full regard for the needs of the carriers had permitted 
them to increase intrastate rates in Pennsylvania to the Ex 
Parte 123 level with the one exception of anthracite coal, whose 
peculiar situation had recently been fully investigated by the 
Pennsylvania commission and was recognized as not justifying 
any increased freight charges. 

The producer brief asserted the carriers had failed ade- 
quately to take into account the dissimilar circumstances and 
conditions attending the marketing and transportation of 
anthracite within Pennsylvania as compared with the trans- 
portation to points beyond the limits of that state. It said 
among these differences was the much more intense competi- 
tion of motor trucks and of other fuels, which even under the 
present rates were diverting anthracite from the rails. 

Answering the petition of the American Association of 
Nurserymen asking the Commission, without further hearing, 
to transfer nursery stock to the list of agricultural products 
taking an increase of only five per cent under Ex Parte 123 
instead of the ten per cent increase the railroads imposed, the 
railroads submitted that they and the Commission were not 
inconsistent in applying the ten per cent increase to nursery 
stock. Further, they declared, there were no facts of record in 
this proceeding which would justify the Commission, without 
further hearing, in restricting the increase allowed in Ex Parte 
123 on nursery stock to five per cent, and that the ten per 
cent increase was in strict accordance with the authorization 
in the two reports in that case. 

Asserting that the record showed that the effect of the pro- 
posed increases would not be to divert traffic to other means of 
transportation and that the net result would certainly be an 
increase in revenue, Louisiana railroads, in No. 28065, increases 
in Louisiana freight rates and charges, ask the Commission to 
issue a thirteenth section order bringing state rates up to the 
interstate level produced by Ex Parte 123. 

The Louisiana commission allowed increases on state traffic 
except sugar cane or raw sugar, bagasse, and limestone, from 
Carla, La., to North Baton Rouge, La., the rate at that time 
being 67.5 cents a net ton. It permitted a 5 per cent increase 
on forest products taking the lumber rates, or a lower basis; 
and on less than carload or any quantity rates on cotton. 


The Louisiana commission in its brief in this proceeding 
has asked that it be discontinued and the carriers’ application 
be denied. Its brief discusses the power of the state and of the 
federal government over rates. It said that before the Commis- 
sion could interfere with state rates undue prejudice or prefer- 
ence or unjust discrimination against interstate traffic had to 
be shown. It asserted that by proposing an increase on bagasse, 
the railroads stood to lose to barges $100,000 of gross revenue 
merely to gain an increase which would amount to less than 
$5,000 if it materialized at all. 

“The Louisiana Public Service Commission cannot conscien- 
tiously permit them to gamble at these odds,” says the brief, 
“particularly in view of their revenue needs which they have 
so strongly urged in this proceeding and which from its incep- 
tion has constituted its sole purpose.” 

Confining its brief solely to rates on bagasse, the Celetex 
Corporation which uses that by-product of cane sugar produc- 
tion in the production of pulpboard or fibreboard, also called 
wallboard, declares that the rates on bagasse between points in 
Louisiana are maximum reasonable ones. It further asserts 
that the railroads have wholly failed to sustain the allegations 
in their petition, referred to by the Commission in instituting 
the proceeding looking to an order requiring Louisiana rates 
to be brought up to the interstate level. The brief further 
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declares the record establishes that the present state rates do 
not cause undue prejudice, preference or advantage as between 
interstate and foreign commerce, on the one hand, or state 
commerce, on the other. 

The Solvay Process Co., opposing an increase in the rate 
of 61% cents a net ton on limestone from Carla to North Baton 
Rouge, La., pointed out that this was a revenue case. It uses 
limestone, about 255,000 tons annually, in the production of 
carbon dioxide gas and lime which are used in the production 
of soda ash, caustic soda and other soda products, according 
to its brief. 

The Louisiana & Arkansas Railroad, the carrier that alone 
can participate in carrying limestone from Carla to North 
Baton Rouge, the brief says, not only takes no exception to 
the retention of that rate, but positively asserts the propriety 
of the action taken by the Louisiana commission. It added 
that Wade O. Martin, chairman of the Louisiana commission 
and chairman of that state’s flood control and navigation com- 
mission, in his testimony against an increase was based on 


the judgment that an increase in the rate would decrease 
revenue. 


C. G. W. DIVISIONS 


Making denials of the allegations of the trustees of the Chi- , 


cago Great Western about divisions out of transcontinental 
rates, the transcontinental lines and their connections west 
of the Missouri River and Minnesota Transfer have asked the 
Commission to deny the petition of the trustees (see Traffic 
World, September 3, p. 437) for reopening of No. 15234, divi- 
sions of freight rates in western and mountain-Pacific terri- 
tories—transcontinental divisions. 

In support of their request that the petition of the trustees 
be denied the transcontinental lines and their connections point 
out that in Southwestern-Western Trunk Line Divisions, the 
western trunk lines, including the Chicago Great Western, 
received net revenues from increased divisions amounting to 
$3,000,000 a year; that as a result of an agreement in the trans- 
Missouri phase of the divisions dispute the western trunk lines 
received an increase in the neighborhood of $2,000,000 a year; 
and that, by reason of an agreement in 1925 the western trunk 
lines received as divisions from the transcontinental lines in 
the neighborhood of $3,000,000 additional revenue annually. 

The western trunk lines received, according to the answer, 
from this proceeding on the basis of the traffic moving in the 
test periods increases in their divisions of over $8,000,000 a 
year in net revenue exclusive of the increases received under 
the devision in the trans-Missouri phase (203 I. C. C. 335). 
The total increase, according to the answer, was, no doubt, 
between $9,000,000 and $10,000,000 a year. The transconti- 
nental lines, the answer said, contributed over $3,000,000 a year 
under a settlement made in 1925. 

The answer asserts that the entire investigation, which 
was instituted in 1923, was thoroughly made, the parties fully 
heard, and the decisions fully considered. 

The answer asserts that if the situation of the Chicago 
Great Western as to the need of additional revenue is peculiar 
to it and greater and more worthy of consideration than that 
of its connections, it should look to a change in its divisions 
which have not already been reviewed and adjudicated by the 
Commission. 

Summing up detailed denials the transcontinental lines and 
their connections said they denied that, since 1930, or since 
the decision in this case in 1934, conditions had materially 
changed to the substantial disadvantage of the Chicgo Great 
Western, particularly, or of the other carriers operating in 
western trunk line territory; that under conditions which now 
obtained the divisions received by the Chicago Great Western 
or other western trunk lines, out of the rates or charges ap- 
plying on transcontinental traffic were unfair or unjust to 
the Chicago Great Western or other western trunk lines; that 
such divisions did not adequately compensate the complaining 
line or other western trunk lines for the services rendered in 
connection with the transportation of transcontinental traffic; 
and finally, they denied that such divisions afforded them 
amounts which were now, or in the past had been excessive 
or unduly preferential. 





F. J. & G. REORGANIZATION 

The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 9954, Fonda, 
Johnstown & Gloversville reorganization, has postponed hearing 
on the plan of reorganization of that company, now assigned for 
October 6, to May 8, 1939, before Examiners Harvey H. Wilkin- 
son and R. A. Porterfield. The postponement was made at the 
request of J. Ledlie Hees, trustee, in order that experience may 
be obtained as to the earning power of the property under the 
present conditions with bus service substituted for electric serv- 
ice. Parties interested in the reorganization, the Commission’s 
reassignment notice said, had no objection to the postponement. 


September 24, 1938 





Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1938, by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Supreme Court of Florida.) One shipping furniture by 
an interstate trucker was required to pay the tariff fixed 
pursuant to the Federal Motor Carrier Act notwithstanding 
lesser price agreed on. Federal Motor Carrier Act 1935, 49 
U. S. C. A., Sec. 301 et seq.; Sec. 217(b), 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 
317(b). (Brandon vs. Lichty, 182 Sou. Rep. 897.) 

Contracts in violation of the Interstate Commerce Act are 
void and the carrier is not estopped from asserting legality of 
act and the illegality of a contract for shipment at a rate 
different from that fixed under the act. Interstate Commerce 
Act, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 1 et seq.—Ibid. 


PAYMENT FOR GRAIN DOORS 


Application for a writ of certiorari, addressed to the fed- 
aral circuit court of appeals for the eighth circuit, has been 
filed in the Supreme Court of the United States in No. 342, 
Lowden et al. vs. Simonds-Shields-Lonsdale Grain Co., the suit 
being by the trustee of the Rock Island. Im the case, review 
of which is desired, suit was filed by the railroad to recover 
for services in the installation of grain doors in box cars in 
which bulk grain was shipped. Tariffs filed with the Commis- 
sion made a charge for the installation of doors and required 
prior arrangements to be made with carriers to cover a speci- 
fied period of time. After the effective date of a tariff ship- 
pers wrote that they expected carriers to continue supplying 
grain doors, but declined to pay any charges in connection 
therewith, it was alleged. 

The circuit court of appeals affirmed a judgment for the 
shippers, holding that the shippers’ letter was not a prior 
arrangement within the meaning of the tariff, and that such 
arrangement was a condition precedent to the accrual of the 
charge. 

Among the contentions in the case are that the shippers’ 
letter was a prior arrangement within the meaning of the 
tariff, rendering shippers liable for the charges; and that the 
request for installation of doors rendered shippers liable re- 
gardless of whether there were prior arrangements within the 
strict terms of the tariff. 


HANDLING THE WHEAT CROP 


“With the spring wheat movement in the northwest vir- 
tually completed, American railroads again established new 
records in the handling of this year’s crop, according to figures 
just compiled by the car service division,” says the Association 
of American Railroads. 

“During the month of August, 41,079,550 bushels of spring 
wheat were moved into Minneapolis by the railroads serving 
this market. This set an all time record for August receipts 
at Minneapolis and incidentally was the largest for any single 
month in fourteen years. The August receipts also were the 
third largest for any month in the history of this market, being 
exceeded only in September and October, 1924. 


“At Duluth and Superior, the August receipts this year 
were 29,400,672 bushels, and for the first .two weeks of Sep- 
tember—September 1 to 14, inclusive—they were 13,769,584 
bushels, making a total of 43,170,256 bushels of spring wheat 
moved by the railroads to these points without delay or com- 
plaints. The receipts during the first two weeks of September 
at these two markets were heavier than during any similar 
period since 1923. They exceeded by 6,461,208 bushels the 
corresponding two weeks’ figures for 1929, which had been the 
heaviest of any years listed. 

“This gratifying performance by the railroads, according 
to the car service division, which supervised the movement, 
was due in large measure to effective cooperation on the part 
of all factors in the grain trade throughout the northwest. 
There was the most efficient handling of cars during the entire 
movement; loading and unloading operations were carried on 
with the utmost dispatch, with the result that cars were re- 
leased and returned to the grain carrying railroads promptly 
for further loading. 

“The measures taken by the railroads to insure the suc- 
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cessful handling of this year’s spring wheat crop in the north- 
west were similar to those which marked the handling of the 
winter wheat crop in the southwest when several new records 
were established at such terminal grain markets as Kansas 
City, Mo.; Enid, Okla., and Forth Worth, Tex. For the week 
ended July 8, more than 32,000,000 bushels of wheat were re- 
ceived at these three markets as well as at Wichita, Salina and 
Hutchinson, Kan.” 


RELIEF FOR NEW ENGLAND 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


With a view to avoiding traffic delays in New England on 
account of the storm damage, the Commission, by division 3, 
in service order No. 64, has directed railroads to reroute traffic 
without observing contractual or other ordinary limitations. 
Notice of such rerouting is to be given by mail in the case of 
ordinary freight and by telegraph in the case of shipments in 
private cars subject to equalization of empty mileage, and also 
of fruits and vegetables and other shipments customarily re- 
consigned on instructions of the consignor. 

Relief granted by the Commission’s service order, No. 64, 
extends to the railroads operating in New England and all 
those connecting therewith which are subject to the interstate 
commerce act. 

The order says that inasmuch as the disregard of routing 
therein authorized is deemed to be due to the carrier’s dis- 
ability, the rates applicable to traffic so forwarded by routes 
other than those designated by shippers or by carriers from 
which the traffic is received shall be the rates which were ap- 
plicable at the date of shipment over the routes so designated. 
The order is applicable on traffic from and after September 21 
and until the further order of the Commission. 


EXPORT GRAIN RATE REDUCTIONS 


Traffic executives of the eastern railroads, meeting at New 
York September 22, decided to make reductions in export grain 
rates from midwest producing territory and in the export grain 
reshipping rate from Chicago on a less drastic basis than those 
the directors of the Association of American Railroasd disap- 
proved late in August (see Traffic World, Aug. 27, p. 391, and 
Sept. 3, p. 433). The new plan is for reductions based on 6 
cents from Chicago to Baltimore, with corresponding changes 
in the rates from that point to other north Atlantic ports and 
from midwest producing territory to the ports. This contrasts 
with the earlier attempted reduction of 10 cents. It will make 
the Chicago reshipping rate to Baltimore 16 cents instead of 
22 to Baltimore and the rate from central Illinois to Baltimore 
28 instead of 34. The rates to Philadelphia and New York will 
also be cut 6 cents, preserving their present differentials of 
% and 1% cents, respectively, over the rates to Baltimore. 

The new rates will be published on statutory notice and 
will not, as was the case with the more drastic reductions pro- 
posed earlier, carry an expiration date. It is expected they will 
be filed in time to become effective about November 1. 


B. & O. INTEREST REDUCING PLAN 


Approval only, without even a hint of opposition, was 
shown at a short and fully completed hearing, before Commis- 
sioner Mahaffie and Examiner A. C. Devoe, September 22, on 
the plan for the reduction of fixed charges of the Baltimore 
& Ohio, set forth in Finance No. 12150, application of the 
Baltimore & Ohio to issue certificates of deposit for, and to 
issue securities in respect of, certain of its securities, and to 
assume obligation and liability in respect of certain securities 
of others. 

Joined with the application of the parent company were 
finance applications Nos. 12151, 12152 and 12153, made by 
subsidiaries necessary to carry out the plan (see Traffic World, 
Sept. 10, p. 481), the purpose of the applications being to give 
the system relief, for not more than eight years, from the 
burden of fixed charges by temporarily reducing interest obli- 
gations from $31,421,742 a year to $19,644,679. The hearing 
lasted only about two hours and a half. 

Acceptance of the plan was shown by Fred N. Oliver, gen- 
eral counsel of the National Association of Mutual Savings 
Banks; F. W. Walker, vice-president of the Northwestern 
Mutual Life Insurance Co. and the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, all large creditors of the Baltimore & Ohio and 
its subsidiaries. Messrs. Oliver and Walker appeared as wit- 
nesses. Assent by the government’s lending agency was put 
into the record in the form of a letter from Chairman Jones 
to George M. Shriver, senior vice-president of the Baltimore 
& Ohio, one of the witnesses. 

Testimony tending to persuade the Commission to approve 
the plan was given by Daniel Willard, president of the com- 
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pany, and by Mr. Shriver and John J. Ekin, vice-president and 
comptroller, to give and explain the financial facts needed by 
the Commission for its consideration of the proposals of the 
company. jf 

Without counting the obligations of the railroad to the 
R. F. C., it was estimated, in the testimony, that approval al- 
ready received by the company represented thirty per cent of 
its obligations. 

In stating assent of the Northwestern Mutual Life Insur- 
ance Co., Mr. Walker said the effect of the plan would be to 
reduce the interest received by the insurance company from 
$575,000 to $298,804 a year, unless the railroad earned enough 
in the eight-year period of relief to make larger payments 
under its obligation to the insurance company, the principal of 
which aggregates about $11,299,000. Of that sum, $10,000,000 
of bonds are affected by the proposed relief while only $1,- 
214,000 are not affected by the proposed arrangement, said 
Mr. Walker. 

Answering a question by Commissioner Mahaffie, Mr. 
Walker said that in giving assent the insurance company made 
it depend on the execution of the plan within a reasonable time 
but did not fix a definite period. The witness said it was 
impracticable in such a matter to specify a definite time for 
its execution. 

Speaking for the bank association, Mr. Oliver said there 
were 352 banks in it with Baltimore & Ohio holdings aggre- 
gating between $50,000,000 and $60,000,000, that total covering 
both “affected” and “non-affected” obligations. By “affected” 
obligations he meant those on which interest would be de- 
ferred, while the “non-affected’” would be those on which in- 
terest would be paid in full in the relief period. Mr. Oliver 
estimated that the “affected” securities totaled $26,000,000 and 
the non-affected” about $24,000,000. Echoing testimony given 
by Mr. Walker, Mr. Oliver said, “we think it a reasonable and 
equitable arrangement.” ; 

In his testimony Mr. Willard, touched high spots in the 
financial recitals made by Messrs. Shriver and Ekin, but 
avoided the details. Mr. Willard said he wished to emphasize 
the fact that in the past 37 years the company had not failed 
to meet all interest charges and other obligations when due, 
although in four years of that period, 1932, 1934, 1935, and 
1937, the sum required for interest was not fully earned after 
depreciation charges had been deducted, but was fully earned 
before depreciation, except in 1932. 

Since 1930, Mr. Willard pointed out, there had been an 
unprecedented decrease in both gross and net revenue of rail- 
roads, due primarily to decline in general business activities. The 
decline, he said, was accentuated, however, in the case of rail- 
roads by competition of other transportation agencies, increases 
in wages, taxes and costs of substantially all materials and 
supplies. In the latter half of 1937, he said, a still greater and 
more acute decline in railroad earnings appeared, and at the 
same time operating costs were further increased by wage ad- 
vances and other charges. 

“The higher rates recently made effective,” said Mr. Wil- 
lard, “have not been sufficient to more than offset the losses 
resulting from the termination of the emergency rates on Jan- 
uary 1, 1937, and have contributed little, if anything, therefore, 
to the offsetting of the increased costs mentioned above. Be- 
cause of these conditions, which are largely beyond the control 
of the company, the Baltimore & Ohio will fail by a substantial 
amount to earn its present fixed charges during the current 
year.” 

Mr. Willard said it might be stated that the company 
failed by less than $750,000 to earn its fixed charges after de- 
preciation in 1937, but that in that year it incurred extraor- 
dinary expenses resulting from floods of more than $1,400,000. 
The impression, he said, seemed to prevail in some quarters 
that the fixed charges of the railroad had recently been in- 
creased. As a matter of fact, he said, they had been decreased 
by $1,300,000 in the last five years. 

In addition to falling revenues, Mr. Willard said.that the 
company was faced by maturities aggregating approximately 
$185,000,000 in the next four years. In view of the demon- 
strated earning capacity of the property and his belief that 
the present depressed conditions necessarily were of a tem- 
porary nature, it seemed, said he, the clear duty of the company 
to make an attempt, through a voluntary agreement with its 
security holders, to work out some plan by which with their 
cooperation the values and equities of the security holders 
could be preserved as a going concern with a minimum of 
delay, confusion and expense. 

Business trends, Mr. Willard said, now seemed to be up- 
ward. With a return to conditions of even moderate pros- 
perity which, he said, the history of this country gave a right 
to anticipate, there should be no difficulty on the part of the 
company to earn not only its fixed and contingent interest 
charges (the latter being provided for in the plan) but a sub- 
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stantial surplus in addition to be applied as provided in the 
plan. 

“The economic and industrial history of the growth of this 
country does not justify any other conclusion,” said Mr. Wil- 
lard. 

The management of the railroad, said he, was naturally 
reluctant to ask its security holders to modify their rights or 
interest in any way even for a temporary period. However, 
added he, it was not only in the interest of the security holders 
but in the public interest as well that the railroads and the 
holders of their securities should endeavor by intelligent and 
constructive cooperation to adjust their relationships to con- 
form to the requirements of the situation rather than to 
initiate such a readjustment by the expensive processes of 
litigation. 

“In any event the management felt constrained,” said Mr. 
Willard, “in view of the confidence which it has in the future 
of the property and its ability to meet the conditions prescribed 
in the plan, to give to its security holders an opportunity to 
cooperate with the management in an effort to save unneces- 
sary expense and loss by uniting in the proposed plan.” 


S. 1. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission has reopened Finance No. 10131, Spokane 
International Railway Co. reorganization, and assigned, for 
oral argument, petitions for modifications for its plan of reor- 
ganization on a day hereafter to be announced (see Traffic 
World, June 25, p. 1466). In the plan for reorganization the 
Commission embodied a scheme for compulsory financing out 
of earnings of additions and betterments, by the creating of a 
capital fund not exceeding $50,000 a year. 

Petitions for modifications were filed by Frederic W. Ecker, 
Alfred H. Meyers and Hubert F. Young, as a committee repre- 
senting a group of not exceeding twenty-five bona fide holders 
of first mortgage bonds; The Irving Trust Co., the United States 
Trust Co. of New York, and Russell M. Van Kirk. 

The first mentioned group said the plan should make the 
proposed capital fund discretionary instead of mandatory. The 
Van Kirk petition also suggested modification making the pro- 
posed capital fund discretionary instead of mandatory. The 
Irving Trust Co. expressed the opinion that adequate means for 
financing would be made available if the proposed income mort- 
gage should contain a provision that its lien would, ipso facto, 
be subordinated to the lien of a new first mortgage securing 
fixed interest bonds on the recording of such new first mortgage. 


WESTERN GRAIN RATES 

Railroads serving Minneapolis have asked the Commission, 
in No. 17000, part 7, grain and grain products within the west- 
ern district and for export, to modify its reports and decisions 
of July 27, 1937, and July 12, 1938, and give temporary permis- 
sion to extend transit at Minneapolis on Missouri River wheat 
after December 1, 1938, pending hearing and determination. 
They ask for necessary modifications and grant of permission 
to permit publication and filing of tariffs effective December 1 
to continue the present adjustment. 

The carriers assert that the publication of the transit rate 
adjustment they are seeking will be beneficial to them in that 
it will result in the movement of grain from the Missouri 
River markets to Minneapolis. They said the adjustment would 
have the effect of making available to the Minneapolis mills a 
necessary source of wheat and be an important factor in pre- 
venting the further decline of the milling industry at Minne- 
apolis, the flour production at which in 1919 was 17,500,890 
barrels, as compared with 6,636,159 barrels in 1935. 

The carriers review the milling situation at Minneapolis, 
pointing out, among other things, that one large Minneapolis 
mill has already transferred a substantial capacity to its plant 
in Illinois. The carriers said they were firmly convinced that 
there would be a further “disintegration of milling at Minne- 
apolis unless they are permitted to continue this transit in effect 
after December 1, 1938.” 


WESTERN-SOUTHERN CLASS RATES 


The Commission, by division 2, in fourth section order No. 
13210, based on application No. 17443 filed by L. E. Kipp and 
other agents, has granted fourth section relief for six months 
in connection with rates prescribed in No. 26510, western- 
southern class rates. The relief is to enable the long lines to 
establish rates over their routes, the lowest prescribed as max- 
imum in the class rate proceeding for application over the 
short routes. The rates are not to exceed the bases authorized 
in the formal proceeding and are not to exceed the lowest com- 
binations. The relief is to continue for six months from the 
effective date of the rates authorized, provided, that in in- 
stances in which applications in accordance with Rule XVIII 
of the Commission’s rules of practice, for authority to continue 
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any of the rates for more than six months, shall have been 
filed with the Commission within five months, the rates covered 


by such applications may be continued until such applications 
have been determined. 


NEW HAVEN REORGANIZATION 


The Commission has assigned Finance No. 10992, New 
York, New Haven & Hartford reorganization, for hearing 
October 20 at the offices of the Commission, before Examiner 
Homes H. Kirby. 

The hearing is to be held on petitions of the Old Colony 
Railroad Co., secondary debtor, for allowances to W. J. Backes 
for services and disbursements and Ropes, Gray, Boyden & Per- 
kins, attorneys, for the Old Colony, for allowances of compen- 
sation for services rendered and for reimbursement of expenses 
incurred in connection with the proceedings and the plans of 
reorganization of the New Haven and Old Colony. 


FREIGHT RATES AND THE SOUTH 

Answering criticisms made by Fitzgerald Hall, president 
of the Southern States Industrial Council and also president 
the Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis, concerning the report 
about economic conditions in the south, made by the National 
Emergency Council (see Traffic World, September 13, p. 288), 
Lowell Mellett, executive director of the report making body, 
devoted a small part to freight rate differentials. On that 
phase of the criticism Mr. Hall had made of the report in 
which the south was denominated the “nation’s No. 1 economic 
problem,” Mr. Mellett, in a letter to Mr. Hall, said: 


With regard to the statement on freight rate differentials, it is 
true that variations in rates exist for each of several thousand different 
commodities. The report did not attempt to go into specific cases, but 
simply noted the existence of the problem. The percentage statement 
was arrived at by the use of index numbers and it may be that further 
study will modify the specific figures cited. However, notwithstanding 
he is president of a railroad, Mr. Hall will not quarrel with the con- 
clusion that southern industry has been unfairly damaged by the 
present freight rate structure. 


LEHIGH VALLEY BONDS 


The Commission, by division 4, in a second supplemental 
order in Finance No. 11816, Lehigh Valley bonds, has modi- 
fied a supplemental order of December 3, 1937, so as to permit 
the Lehigh Valley to pledge and repledge from time to time 
to and including December 31, 1939, as collateral security for 
a promissory note or notes of $500,000 to the order of the 
Marine Midland Trust Co. of New York, or for any note or 
notes issued in renewal thereof in whole or in part, all or any 
part of $1,000,000 of its general consolidated mortgage 5 per 
cent bonds, due in 2003, and such additional amounts of like 
bonds that may be required to maintain a pledging ratio. 

In a third supplemental order in Finance No. 11754, Lehigh 
Valley bonds, the Commission, by division 4, has modified a 
second supplemental order of December 1, 1937, so as to per- 
mit the company to pledge and repledge up to June 30, 1939, as 
collateral security for a note or notes of $1,000,000 to the 
order of the Philadelphia National Bank or for any renewal 
thereof, and for a promisory note of $500,000 to the order of 
the Marine Trust Co. of Buffalo, all or any part of $3,600,000 
of its general consolidated mortgage 5 per cent bonds, due in 
2003, so as to maintain a pledging ratio. 


RATES ON NATURAL STONE 

The question of the adequacy of the complaint brought 
to an abrupt close the hearing in Docket 28031, Arthur Morgan 
Trucking Company et al. vs. Baltimore and Ohio et al., before 
Examiner Disque at Chicago September 20, after the com- 
plainants had put in their side of the case. Railroad attorneys 
said the complaint was inadequate because it did not mention 
specifically either the rates as paid and complained of or the 
rates asserted to be reasonable. They also raised the question 
of the identity of the product shipped, though the description 
on the freight bills was natural granite and marble. 

The complaint, brought by the Morgan Trucking Company 
and other companies engaged in the buying of rough stone and 
the resale of it to makers of monuments, said simply that the 
class rates paid on carload shipments of natural granite and 
marble, shipped from producing points in Vermont, Rhode 
Island and Massachusetts, to destinations in Ohio, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Iowa and Missouri, in 1935 and 1936, were improper 
under section 6, of the act, because they exceeded commodity 
rates contemporaneously in effect in Van Ummersen’s tariffs 
I. C. C. Nos 220 and 260. It asked for refund of alleged over- 
charges aggregating about $5,000. E. O. Anderson, testifying 
for complainants, introduced exhibits showing that the rates 
paid ranged from 38 to 59 cents and that, under the Van Um- 
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mersen issues cited, a uniform rate of 34 cents should have 
been assessed. The railroad objection came on the introduc- 
tion of that exhibit which, it was claimed, in stating the meas- 
ure of the rate claimed in effect amended the complaint. Be- 
cause of this fact and the other point of complaint adequacy 
mentioned, carrier attorneys asked for a 30-day postpone- 
ment of the hearing for the purpose of taking defense testi- 


mony. The examiner indicated that the request would be 
granted. 





COAL BY PIPELINE 


The U. S. Patent Office has issued a patent to Robert E. 
Burk, of Cleveland, O., for coal handling by pipeline. Under 
the invention coal to be thus transported will be finely divided or 
ground. The disintegrated coal will then be mixed with a 
carrier liquid and shipped by pipeline or tank, and at destina- 
tion the coal will be separated for use. The patent has been 
assigned to the Standard Oil Company of Cleveland, O. 


COAL BODY OPPOSES GAS LINE 


Saying that displacement of coal by natural gas would 
deprive railroads of sorely needed revenue, the National Bitu- 
minous Coal Commission has asked the Federal Power Com- 
mission to permit it to intervene in the matter of the applica- 
tion of the Kansas Pipeline and Gas Co. to build a natural gas 
pipeline from Kansas to Minnesota in opposition to that appli- 
cation. The intervention was in the interest of the coal industry 
and the transportation facilities used in distributing coal. 

The proposal is to build a 2,300 natural gas pipeline from 
southwestern Kansas to the Messabe iron range in Minnesota, 
with branch lines to points in Kansas, Nebraska, Minnesota 
and the Dakotas, at an estimated cost of $21,470,000. The 
coal commission said that it believed the construction of the 
gas pipeline, with the attendant competition of natural gas 
with bituminous coal would not be in the public interest for 
the reason that there was an abundance of coal and ample 
facilities of transportation into the areas the pipeline intended 
to serve. 

The petition said that coal had moved into the areas in 
question by rail-lake, rail and trucks at the head of the lakes, 
and by all-rail. The petition pointed out that in 1929, the last 
year for which Minnesota figures were available, approximately 
8,498,355 tons of bituminous coal were shipped into that state. 

“Displacement of coal from these areas, which would fol- 
low expansion of natural gas consumption,” said the petition, 
“would have a twofold serious effect. It would be a serious 
blow to the coal industry and to the well-established agencies 
which transport coal to and distribute it in these areas. It 
would deprive the railroads of sorely needed revenues. Coal 
displaced by gas would be diverted to other markets which are 
already congested. . 

“The substitution of natural gas for coal would further 
complicate the nation’s unemployment problem.” 

The coal commission also requested that, in case its peti- 
tion to intervene was granted, no hearing in this matter be 
set by the power commission for a period of 30 days, or if 
already set that it be postponed for a like period in order to 
permit the coal commission to make adequate preparation for 
the hearing. 


SOUTHWEST SHIPPERS’ BOARD 


Reports of commodity committees at the meeting of the 
Southwest Shippers’ Advisory Board, at Houston, Texas., Sep- 
tember 22, indicated a decrease of 1% per cent in carloadings 
/" + yaaa quarter of 1938 as compared with the last quarter 
o , 

Commodities on which increases were forecast included 
cotton, 3 per cent; citrus fruits, 15 per cent; fresh fruits, 10 
per cent; live stock, 2 per cent; coke and lignite, 10 per cent; 
salt and salt products, 5 per cent; lumber and forest products, 
8 per cent; sugar, syrup, and molasses, 10 per cent; cement, 10 
per cent; brick and clay products, 10 per cent; lime and plaster, 
) per cent. Increases were predicted on grain, 20 per cent; 
cottonseed and products, 15 per cent; ore and concentrates, 10 
per cent; gravel, sand and stone, 8 per cent; petroleum and 
products, 3 per cent; iron and steel, 20 per cent; machinery and 
boilers, 5 per cent; agricultural implements, 20 per cent; auto- 
mobiles, trucks, and parts, 25 per cent; fertilizers, 10 per cent. 

E. P. Byars, traffic manager, Fort Worth Freight Bureau, 
general chairman of the board, presided at the business. sessions. 
Lamar Fleming, Anderson, Clayton, and Company, spoke on 
the world cotton situation. J. F. Duesenberry reported as dis- 
trict manager of the car service division, A. A. R., at Dallas, 
and L. M. Betts, manager, closed car section, car service divi- 
sion, reported on general transportation conditions. 

Chairman Splawn, of the Commission, spoke on “The 
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Future of the Railroads” at a luncheon sponsored by the Traffic 
Club of Houston. H. K. Sherfy, president of the Houston club, 
was toastmaster. 


SHIPPER NO TRANSPORTATION DICTATOR 


“Shippers are not entitled to assume the position that they 
pay the freight and, therefore, should dictate the final trans- 
portation policies,” said Donald D. Conn, executive vice-presi- 
dent, Transportation Association of America, in an address at 
a joint luncheon of the Great Lakes Advisory Board and the 
Buffalo Transportation Club at the Statler Hotel, Buffalo, Sep- 
tember 21. “That would only be true under government own- 
ership,” he continued. “If we wish to maintain sound and 
balanced systems of transportation under private ownership, 
this term must reflect the interests involved in the complete 
equation. They are: consumer, investor, stockholder, producer 
or shipper, labor, and management. I want to see a fair 
formula for a lasting relationship developed between these ele- 
ments and thus avoid the catastrophe of government owner- 
ship.” 

" Oeiitneation of private ownership, he said, depended not 
only on the coordination of all types of transportation facili- 
ties, but on the adoption of a national transportation policy 
that would recognize “that, when government regulates serv- 
ices and rates, it must likewise assume the obligation to main- 
tain the credit of the carriers when prudently capitalized and 
managed.” It must be realized, he added, that the problem 
could not be solved by applying ‘‘one yardstick to one form of 
transportation and entirely different treatment to another.” 
Regulation should be equal to all, he said, and should be 
applied by a single federal body that “will keep pace with the 
times in discharging its functions.” 


FEDERAL TRANSPORT CLUB 


The Federal Transportation Association, composed of 
transportation officials and employes of the federal government, 
held its first meeting on September 21 in the auditorium of the 
Department of Commerce in Washington. 

Robert LeFever, assistant to the director of the procure- 
ment division, Treasury Department, spoke on behalf of Admiral 
Peoples, the director of that bureau, who was unable to be 
present on account of illness. Mr. LeFever said that the Ad- 
miral was of the opinion that the organization of traffic men 
into a technical group was of great value to the government 
and to those employes affected. 

A. F. Cleveland, vice-president of the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads, spoke informally. 

G. Lloyd Wilson, professor of transportation and public 
utilities of the University of Pennsylvania, spoke on the neces- 
sity for proper training for those in the transportation field. He 
pointed out that neither training without experience nor ex- 
perience without training would make an expert out of a man, 
but that the combination of the two, with a desire to take not 
“my side, nor your side, but the right side,” would qualify those 
who kept abreast of the times. 

Letters were received from the heads of the various govern- 
ment offices, stating that in their opinion the organization would 
be of benefit to the federal service. 

A. D. McClellan, president of the association, presided. 
About 300 members of the association, members of the Washing- 
ton Transportation Club, and railroad officials were present. 


PRACTITIONERS’ ANNUAL MEETING 


Chairman Splawn, of the Commission, is to address the 
ninth annual meeting of the Association of Practitioners be- 
fore the Interstate Commerce Commission, to be held at the 
Hotel William Penn, Pittsburgh, Pa., October 6, the first day 
of the business meeting of the association. Commissioner 
Aitchison is to speak to the practitioners on October 7 on a 
subject hereafter to be announced. 

Business meetings are to be held on October 6 and 7. The 
executive committee meet the day before the association gath- 
ers for its business session. 

An address is to be made, October 6, “The U. S. Maritime 
Commission and Its Work,” by U. Bon Geaslin, general coun- 
sel, of that commission. On that day also Professor James 
W. Moore, associate professor of law at Yale University, is 
to speak to the association on the new federal rules of civil 
procedure prescribed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

The second day is to be devoted to reports, chief of which, 
it is believed, will be that of the special committee on bills 
to make unlawful the practice of law before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission by others than duly licensed attorneys 
at law, of which Milton P. Bauman is the chairman. 


The Traffic World 


Vol. LXII, No. 13 


The association’s annual dinner and dance will be held at 
the Hotel William Penn, October 6. 


EXPRESS SALES CONFERENCE POSTPONED 


The annual business conference of district sales managers 
and commercial representatives of the Railway Express 
Agency, set for Chicago September 20, 21 and 22 (see Traffic 
World, September 3, p. 44), was postponed to October 4, 5 
and 6. It will be held at the Stevens Hotel, Chicago. 

Among the speakers scheduled to address the meeting 
are J. C. Aspley, president, National Federation of Sales Ex- 
ecutives and of the Chicago Sales Executives’ Club; John 
Schlegel, director of foreign trade development, Pan-American 
Airways, Chicago, and J. B. Walker, vice-president, Trans- 
continental and Western Air, Inc., St. Louis, Mo. 


ILLINOIS CHAMBER TRANSPORTATION LUNCHEON 


E. E. Norris, president, Southern Railway, will speak on 
“America’s Railroad Crossroads” at a luncheon of the trans- 
portation section of the Illinois Chamber of Commerce in con- 
nection with the annual meeting of the chamber, at the Stevens 
Hotel, Chicago, October 5. 


CHICAGO, NORTH SHORE STRIKE 


Judge James H. Wilkerson, in the federal court at Chicago, 
September 22, gave permission to A. A. Sprague, receiver for 
the Chicago, North Shore and Milwaukee Railroad, to negotiate 
a new contract with the Amalagmated Association of Street 
Electric Railway and Motor Coach Employes, in an attempt to 
break the five-week-old strike on that road, pending a decision 
by the National Labor Relations Board in the jurisdictional dis- 
pute between the Amalagamated and the railroad brotherhoods. 

The judge’s ruling was made on the request of the receiver 
who said it would be impossible to wait for the decision of the 
N. L. R. B. if the railroad were to be operated again. The 
N. L. R. B. had announced that it would hand down no decision 
in the jurisdictional dispute until after the determination by the 
Commission as to whether or not the railroad was amenable to 
the provisions of the railway labor act (see Traffic World, 
Sept. 17, p. 535). 

Negotiations between the managers of the road and the 
heads of the Amalgamated were scheduled to begin September 
23. It was generally believed that they would result in a prompt 
agreement on a new contract and a resumption of operations, 
because, in earlier negotiations in had developed that, aside from 
the jurisdictional differences among the workers themselves, 
there was little difference between the manner in which the 
management proposed to restore the 15 per cent wage cut and 
the proposal by the Amalgamated leaders that the 15 per cent 
be paid in scrip redeemable when the road’s revenues improved. 

The receiver and others told the federal judge that con- 
tinued non-operation of the road made the possibility of future 
profitable operation more remote day by day. In his oral ruling, 
Judge Wilkerson said he was convinced that, unless operations 
were resumed promptly, the road would have to be liquidated. 
He set October 5 as the date when the receiver was to report 
back to him as to what progress had been made in the settle- 
ment of the dispute. 

One of the obstacles to negotiations between the receiver 
and the Amalgamated was removed when J. L. Hassenauer, 
counsel for the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen and the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, told the 
court that his organization would be willing to permit such a 
contract to be made provided members of those unions would 
not by its terms be required to become members of the Amalga- 
mated. He also pointed out that whatever contract was made 
should be made terminable on the date of the finding by the 
N. L. R. B. that the brotherhoods were the proper representa- 
tives of the train operating employes on the road, if it should 
so find. The judge said those requests were reasonable and told 
the receiver to bear the two points in mind in making the set- 
tlement with the Amalgamated. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 


Class I railroads in the period August 15-31, inclusive, had 
an average daily surplus of 228,995 cars, as compared with 
239,361 cars in the preceding period, according to the car serv- 
ice division of the Association of American Railroads. It was 
made up as follows: Plain box, 79,630; auto box, 20,713; total 
box, 100,343; flat, 7,792; gondola, 47,052; hopper, 45,338; total 
coal, 92,390; coke, 594; S. D. stock, 17,988; D. D. stock, 2,362; 
refrigerator, 6,157; tank, 277; miscellaneous, 1,092. Canadian 
roads reported a surplus of 8,201 cars, as compared with 14,369 
cars in the preceding period, made up of 5,700 plain box, 925 
auto box, 250 flat, 225 gondola, 325 S. D. stock, 275 refrigera- 
tor and 501 miscellaneous. 
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After conferring for an hour and a half with representa- 
atives of railroad management and employes, President Roose- 
velt, at his press conference September 20, said he had asked 
the representatives to act as a committee to make recommenda- 
tions for legislation looking to the creation of a sound system 
of transportation. 

The railroad representatives were Carl R. Gray, retired 
president of the Union Pacific and now vice-chairman of the 
Union Pacific board; M. W. Clement, president of the Penn- 
sylvania, and Ernest E. Norris, president of the Southern. The 
railway employe representatives were: George M. Harrison, 
chairman of the Railway Labor Executives’ Association; D. 
B. Robertson, president of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men and Enginemen, and B. M. Jewell, president of the rail- 
pd employes department of the American Federation of 

abor. 

When announcement was made earlier in the day at the 
White House that the President would confer in the after- 
noon with the representatives of management and employes, 
it was indicated that the railroad wage controversy would be 
included in a discussion of the railroad problem, but emphasis 
was placed on the statement that the entire problem would be 
considered. 

At his press conference, the President said he had had a 
long discussion of the railroad problem, but not of the wage 
problem, except that he had told his callers in the beginning 
that the question of railroad wages was only one element in 
the broader problem of getting a sound system of railroads 
and the larger problem of getting a sound system of transpor- 
tation. 

The President said the wage dispute would continue to 
be handled in the regular way and that he expected to appoint 
a fact-finding or emergency board in about a week. 

Last spring, said the President, he had sent to Congress 
all the available information on the railroad problem, but 
Congress had not acted on it. He said he hoped Congress 
would act at its next session. 

The President said he believed the representatives of man- 
agement and labor with whom he had been conferring could be 
of help and act as an informal committee of six to discuss the 
general problem of transportation and see if it could bring in 
a sufficiently broad plan for consideration by Congress. He 
said the representatives knew more about running the rail- 
roads than anybody else. He had suggested, he said, that 
they talk things over for about a month and bring in recom- 
mendations for legislation. 

The President said he felt that no progress was being 
made toward a solution of the transportation problem—that 
the country was getting nowhere with the problem. He indi- 
cated he felt that management and labor might bring in some- 
thing worth while. The committee members, he said, had 
begun work in the cabinet room. When they came out later 
they refused to make any statement. The President said it 
had been agreed that he would do all the talking. 


When asked where the discussion and the decision to have 
the representatives act as a committee to make legislative 
recommendations left the wage controversy, the President re- 
plied that they had nothing to do with the wage question. He 
then stated that the wage question was being handled other- 
wise. He emphasized that his conference with the represent- 
atives of management and labor was not a wage conference. 
from the labor group that it had taken the position that unless 
the railroads abandoned their wage cut proposal, labor could 
not support a cooperative movement on a legislative program 
as suggested by the President. From the same source came 
the report that it was understood that the management repre- 
sentatives, while stating they had no authority to speak with 
respect to wages, would consult their associates. On behalf 
of the management group, however, it was asserted with em- 
phasis that the three executives composing it had no intention 
of putting up to the carriers labor’s position that it would not 
cooperate unless the wage cut proposal were dropped. It was 
authoritatively stated that the executives had nothing to do 
with the wage matter and would not discuss it with the labor 
group. 

Such was the situation when the committee of six met at 
noon September 21 in the Southern Railroad building. After 
conferring for about an hour, luncheon was served. The con- 
ference was resumed and in a short time Mr. Gray, acting as 
spokesman for the conference, read the following statement 
to newspaper men: 


Owing to the pendency of the wage proceedings, and as the Presi- 
dent has indicated that he will appoint a fact-finding commission next 
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week, the time of the labor executives will be so fully occupied during 
most of October that it was decided the next meeting would be post- 
poned to a date later to be fixed. There was a general discussion at 
today’s meeting of an approach and the methods which will be fol- 
lowed in pursuing the study the President has asked us to undertake. 


It was pointed out that, under this agreement, the com- 
mittee might not meet again until the wage issue had been 
disposed of and that labor would not be cooperating with man- 
agement on formulation of a legislative program while the 
wage cut proposal was pending. It did not appear that Presi- 
dent Roosevelt’s expectation that the committee might make 
a report in about a month would be realized. 

Mr. Harrison, it was understood, said in the conference at 
the White House that it would be difficult for labor to cooperate 
with management as long as the wage cut proposal was pend- 
ing. 

The railroad executives and labor leaders who attended 
the conference at the White House were invited by the Presi- 
dent, it was learned, after the labor leaders had askd for a 
conference to discuss the wage reduction proposal with the 
President. Instead of giving the labor leaders an appointment, 
the President invited representatives of carriers and of labor. 
The President indicated in his press conference remarks that, 
at this time, he did not propose to discuss the wage issue. There 
were reports that railroad management was seeking a confer- 
ence with the President on the wage issue but it was stated at 
the offices of the Association of American Railroads that the 
reports were not true. 

In connection with the selection of Mr. Gray as a member 
of the management group invited to the White House it was 
pointed out that Mr. Gray’s son, Dr. Howard K. Gray, operated 
on the President’s son, James, at Rochester, Minn., recently. 
Mr. Gray, it was pointed out, also was a member of the Presi- 
dent’s railroad conference earlier in the year. 

Members of the National Mediation Board had a talk with 
President Roosevelt September 16 about the railroad wage 
controversy, and, according to statements made after the con- 
ference, advised him as to the status of that matter. It was 
said that his attention was called to the fact that, if there was 
a definite threat of a strike by September 26, it would be his 
duty to appoint a fact-finding emergency board. 

It was said that railroad brotherhoods concerned in the 
wage reduction controversy had had an engagement to meet 
President Roosevelt two days before to talk with him about 
that matter, but that the meeting could not be held on account 
of the President’s going to the bedside of his son, James, at 
Rochester, Minn. 

It is understood that the hearings before the board the 
President will appoint to investigate and report on the rail 
wage dispute will be held in Washington. The understanding 
is that the board probably will be appointed September 27 and 
that, if it is, the hearings will begin September 29. 


RAIL WAGE CONTROVERSY 


So far as is possible beforehand, the carriers’ joint con- 
ference committee in charge of matters relating to the an- 
nounced intention of the railroads to reduce wages 15 per cent 
October 1, has prepared the data it intends to submit to the 
President’s emergency fact-finding board, when it is appointed. 
The committee held several sessions at Chicago devoted to the 
preparation of the data and then disbanded awaiting develop- 
ments, only H. A. Enochs, its chairman, remaining in the city. 

G. M. Harrison, chairman, Railway Labor Executives Asso- 
ciation, was expected to arrive in Chicago September 23, 
preparatory to presiding at a meeting of general chairmen of 
the organizations affiliated with the association, at which the 
results of a strike vote on the wage reduction will be an- 
nounced. The meeting was scheduled to open September 24 
and the result of the vote to be announced on that or the 
following day. The general feeling was that it would be in 
favor of the strike. 


The Railway Labor Executives’ Association, following the 
example set earlier in the year by the railroads in issuing a 
pamphlet entitled “Railroads and Railroad Wages,” this week 
began circulating a pamphlet called “The Wages of Railroad 
Labor” (see Traffic World, July 2, p. 27). 

In support of their assertion that railroad wages are not too 
high, the labor executives say that, based on returns of actual 
earnings of each employe made by the railroads to the Rail- 
road Retirement Board, the actual average wage of all rail- 
road workers in 1937 was only $1,115. The data on this subject 
as presented by the labor executives are referred to elsewhere 
with comment of railroad officials thereon. 


Maintenance of purchasing power is necessary to the so- 
cial and economic well being of the American nation, says 
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George M. Harrison, in an explanatory foreword. 

“For this reason,” he continues, “the people of the Untied 
States are entitled to know the facts relating to the proposed 
reduction in railroad wages. 

“For many years the railroads have literally flooded the 
country with propaganda supporting their various activities 
and objectives. The extent, however, to which the carriers 
have attempted to misguide public opinion has not been gen- 
erally recognized. 

“The present campaign to reduce railroad wages has 
proved no exception in so far as tactics are concerned. The 
country again has been flooded with literature attacking the 
‘high’ wages of railroad employes.” 

The railroads’ pamphlet, it is charged, was circulated to 
prejudice the public mind against one million American citi- 
zens who earn their livelihood by giving their best efforts and 
their “very lives to railroad service.” The purpose of the 
labor statement was to make available the true facts relating 
to the proposed wage cut, it was stated. 

On the cover of the labor pamphlet appears a quotation 
from the radio address of President Roosevelt of June 24, 
1938, in which the President said that capital and labor should 
resist wage cuts which would further reduce purchasing power. 

“The average hourly compensation of 72 cents is not an 
excessive wage,” it is asserted. “It is lower than the average 
wage of most other major industries.” 

The labor pamphlet contains the following statements and 
supplementary data thereto: 


Total compensation of railroad employes in 1937 was 53 per cent 
of 1920 while operating revenue was only 33 per cent. Total compen- 
sation of railroad employes now barely above 1932 level. Railroad 
employment last year only 55 per cent of 1920. Railroad employes’ 
productivity has reduced their employment by one-half since 1920. 
47 per cent of all railroad employes work only part time, reducing 
earnings substantially. Railroads now pay labor 28 per cent less 
wages ‘‘per’’ unit of pay traffic. Railroad wages are not now and 
never have been a drain on the revenues of the railroad industry. Low 
wage rates and broken employment have reduced earnings of railroad 
employes to disgracefully low level. Railroad employment more closely 
connected with public safety, skill and responsibility required, and 
risk to life and limb greater than in any other industry. A reduction 
in railroad wages can not be justified on the basis of railroad revenues. 
A reduction in railroad wages would be contrary to sound public policy. 


Under the heading, “What are the real causes of the ‘rail- 
road problem,’” it is asserted that the railroad operations are 
no longer actually directed by the highly competent and re- 
sponsible railroad officials who know how the railroads should 
be run, but that railroad policy now for a number of years 
has been controlled by bankers and financiers whose one pur- 
pose has been to take from the railroad industry all that the 
industry could give at the moment and “these are the indi- 
viduals and interests who today are exerting pressure upon 
railroad managements to reduce the already low wages of 
railroad employes.” 

“The restoration of the active control of American rail- 
roads to railroad managements would constitute an important 
step forward toward the solution of the ‘railroad problem.’”’ it 
is asserted. 

“The railroad industry at the present time is burdened 
with a top-heavy capital structure which constitutes within it- 
self a parasite gnawing at the very vitals of the industry. This 
heavy bonded indebtedness which has been built up over a 
period of many years, together with financial malpractices con- 
nected therewith, are the fundamental causes of the railroads’ 
financial troubles. The bonded indebtedness and stock of a 
great number of railroads in the United States today actually 
exceeds the total value of those railroad properties themselves.” 

“The railway employes of this country cannot fairly and 
justly be called upon to make still greater sacrifices and un- 
dergo additional hardships merely to bolster up and prolong 
the existence of a capital structure in the railroad industry 
which is inflated to the extent that no reasonably anticipated 
earnings will enable the industry to meet that burden,” it is 
asserted in conclusion. 

It is claimed that the railroads are now receiving 43 cents, 
or 26 per cent more in revenue, than they received 18 years 
ago, for each dollar of wages paid. 


RAIL PENSION REGULATIONS 


The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in regulations 100, 
article 2, of the carriers taxing act of 1937, on a question as 
to who are employers, has ruled that a transportation company, 
which is owned by a railroad company, a “carrier” within the 
meaning of section 1 (i) of the carriers taxing act of 1937, and 
which operates busses and trucks in connection with the trans- 
portation of passengers and property by. railroad; is an “em- 
ployer” within the meaning of section 1 (a) of that act. 
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It has also been ruled that an icing company, which is 
owned by the same interests that control a railroad company, a 
“carrier” within the meaning of section 1 (i) of the carriers 
taxing act of 1937, and which performs services (other than 
“casual”) in connection with the refrigeration and icing of 
property transported by railroad, is an “employer” within the 
meaning of section 1 (a) of that act. 


WPA FOR RAIL PENSION WORK 


The Works Progress Administration has approved the pro- 
posal of Chairman Latimer, of the Railroad Retirement Board 
(see Traffic World, Aug. 27, p. 393), that furloughed railroad 
employes, eligible for WPA work, be employed to bring up to 
date service records of prospective applicants for pensions un- 
der the railroad retirement act. A. V. Vallandingham, said 
Chairman Latimer, had obtained a furlough from his position 
as assistant to the comptroller of the Delaware & Hudson to 
make effective the proposed plan. Mr. Vallandingham is an 
employe of the board. Approval of regional and state WPA 
directors must be obtained, it was pointed out, before the plan 
could be put into effect. Chairman Latimer said execution 
of the plan would enable the board to make completely current 
the service records of prospective annuitants. 


RETIREMENT BOARD WAGE FIGURES 


The average wage of a railroad employe in 1937 was $1,115, 
according to publicity issued by the Railway Labor Executives’ 
Association. That figure was contrasted with an average of 
$1,781 as shown in a pamphlet of the Association of American 
Railroads entitled “Railroads and Railroad Wages,” issued by 
the association this year. 

The average on which the Railway Labor Executives’ Asso- 
ciation has based its publicity is obtained from figures gath- 
ered by the Railroad Retirement Board covering the same 
period as the figures on which the Association of American 
Railroads based its average. 

The fact that the retirement board had compiled figures 
on the subject was disclosed by comments on that low average 
made by labor executives. It was admitted at the Railroad 
Retirement Board that figures had been compiled from its 
records. It was said that the figures had been furnished to the 
railroad brotherhoods and the Association of American Rail- 
roads but that they had not been distributed as information 
for the general public. 

The wide difference between those averages, it was ex- 
plained at the offices of the Association of American Railroads, 
was due to the different bases used. The Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads average was based on the average of employes 
of Class I railroads at the middle of each month, as reported 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission. The average worked 
out from the Railroad Retirement Board figures was that ob- 
tained by dividing the total compensation paid by Class I rail- 
roads to all individuals, who had worked for them in one or 
more of the twelve months of 1937. 

_ The base figures used in making the average from the 
retirement board figures was 1,740,799 employes. The base 
figure used in making the average given by the Association of 
American Railroads was 1,114,000 employes. 

Every casual worker employed in any one of the twelve 
months of 1937, it was explained at the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads, was shown in the retirement board total of 
1,740,799 employes. 

All persons employed by the Class I railroads, no matter 
how short the period of employment may be, are reported to 
the retirement board, the result for 1937 being 1,740,799 per- 
sons who received as compensation $1,941,000,000, exclusive of 
a sum represented by the total of excesses received by persons 
that were paid more than $300 a month. Retired pay for rail- 
road employes excludes the excess over $300 a month that is 
received by the relatively few employes falling into that class. 

One of the points made in the publicity of the labor execu- 
tives was that two-thirds of railroad employes earned an aver- 
age of less than $1,500 a year. 

The figures in the compilation made from the retirement 
board show that 84 per cent of the wages paid by Class I 
railroads was disbursed to 917,900 employes who had service 
within each month of the twelve months of the year. 

An average of $1,785 was shown for employes in that 84 
per cent class, by the compilation of retirement board figures. 
The average wage obtained from the base furnished by Inter- 
state Commerce Commission figures and used in the pamphlet 
of the Association of American Railroads is $1,781. 

With regard to employes included in the retirement board 
total of 1,740,799, it was pointed out that 109,935 received pay 
from the railroads of less than $10 in 1937 and 368,781 em- 
ployes received less than $100, the 109,935 being included in the 
greater number. 
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According to the view of employes of the Association of 
American Railroads to whom the retirement board figures had 
been entrusted, the difference between the two averages $1,115 
and $1,781 is due entirely to the inclusion of casual employes 
of railroads and the amount of their earnings in the retirement 
board totals. Such casuals would be men employed to help 
remove snow or mud from railroad tracks deposited there by 
storms or floods. The number of employes on the payrolls as 
shown by the retirement board, it was further explained, would 
be inflated by the inclusion therein of men employed to fight 
a fire on a railroad dock or along a railroad right of way for 
perhaps a day or two in one of the twelve months. Such em- 
ployes, it was pointed out, by no stretch of imagination could 
be regarded by a sane person as depending on the railroad 
industry for a living. Under the requirements of the law, 
however, they are counted as railroad employes and if used 
as a divisor in calculating averages, tend to bring averages, 
which, even if arithmetically correct, would not be of economic 
significance. 

Compilation of wage statistics by the retirement board, it 
was said at the office of that organization, grew out of studies 
made by it in connection with proposed unemployment insur- 
ance legislation and was not the result of any request for 
figures from either side in the controversy about wages of rail- 
road employes. The retirement board, it was also said, re- 
reived an allotment of $75,000 from the WPA to be used in 
hiring help in the making of the study. The board issued the 
figures without comment and the conclusions about the annual 
compensation of railroad employes drawn from them, it was 
pointed out, were those of persons who had received copies of 
the compiled figures. 


RAILROAD EARNINGS 


Preliminary reports from 92 Class I railroads, represent- 
ing 81.5 per cent of total operating revenues, received by the 
Association of American Railroads, showed that those rail- 
roads, in August, 1938, had estimated operating revenues 
amounting to $254,953,136 compared with $293,019,119 in the 
same month of 1937 and $381,834,632 in the same month of 
1930. Operating revenues of those roads in August, 1938, were 
13.0 per cent below those for August, 1937, and 33.2 per cent 
below August, 1930. 


Freight revenues of the 92 Class I railroads in August, 
1938, amounted to $203,722,893 compared with $234,167,863 in 
August, 1937, and $291,716,095 in August, 1930. Freight rev- 
enues in August, 1938, were 13.0 per cent below the same 


month of 1937, and 30.2 per cent below the same month in 
1930. 


Passenger revenues in August, 1938, according to these 
preliminary reports from 92 Class I railroads, totaled $30,- 
102,258 compared with $34,555,238 in August, 1937, and $56,- 
833,248 in August, 1930. For the month of August, 1938, they 
were 12.9 per cent below the same month in 1937, and 47.0 
per cent below the same month in 1930, continued the associa- 
tion, adding: 

Eastern District 


Thirty-six Class I railroads, representing 90.1 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the eastern district, in August, 1938, had es- 
timated operating revenues of $127,692,997 compared with $156,305,975 
in August, 1937, and $203,746,172 in August, 1930. Operating revenues 
of the 36 Class I railroads in the eastern district in August, 1938, were 
18.3 per cent below the same month of 1937, and 37.3 per cent below 
August, 1930. 


Freight revenues of those railroads in August, 1938, amounted to 
$99,068,671 compared with $122,944.704 in August, 1937, and $150,620,- 


951 in August, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in August, 


1938, were 19.4 per cent below the same month in 1937, and 34.2 per 
cent below the same period in 1930. 


Passenger revenues of those roads in August, 1938, totaled $17,- 
693,968 compared with $20,359,079 in August, 1937, and $34,678,609 in 
August, 1930. Passenger revenues in August, 1938, showed a decrease 
of 13.1 per cent compared with August, 1937, and a decrease of 49.0 
per cent compared with August, 1930. 


Southern District 


Nineteen Class I railroads, representing 67.9 per cent of total op- 
erating revenues in the southern district, had estimated operating rev- 
enues in August, 1938, of $25,498,789 compared with $27,420,272 in Aug- 
ust, 1937, and $33,207,060 in August, 1930. Operating revenues of the 
19 Class I railroads in the southern district in August, 1938, were 7.0 
per cent below those for the same month in 1937, and 23.2 per cent 
below August, 1950. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in August, 1938, amounted to 
$21,394,055 compared with $22,523,902 in August, 1937, and $26,595,965 in 
August, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in August, 1938, were 
5.0 per cent below the same month in 1937, and 19.6 per cent below 
the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in August, 1938, totaled $2,307,800 
compared with $2,857,705 in August, 1937, and $4,233,341 in August, 
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1930, being 19.2 per cent below August, 1937, and 45.5 per cent below 
August, 1930. 


Western District 


Thirty-seven Class I railroads, representing 75.0 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the western district, had estimated operating 
revenues in August, 1938, of $101,761,350 compared with $109,292,872 in 
August, 1937, and $144,881,400 in August, 1930. Operating revenue of 
the 37 Class I railroads in the western district in August, 1938, were 
a decrease of 6.9 per cent compared with the same month of 1937, and 
a reduction of 29.8 per cent compared with August, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in August, 1938, amounted to 
$83,260,167 compared with $88,699,257 in August, 1937, and $114,499,179 
in August, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in July, 1938, were 
6.1 per cent below the same month in 1937, and 27.3 per cent below 
the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in August, 1938, totaled $10,- 
100,490 compared with $11,338,454 in August, 1937, and $17,921,298 in 
August, 1930. Passenger revenues in August, 1938, were 10.9 per cent 
below those for August, 1937, and 43.6 per cent below August, 1930. 


ROLLING STOCK ADDITIONS 


Class I railroads on September 1 had 8,892 new freight 
cars on order, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. On the same date in 1937 there were 31,419 on order, 
and on September 1, 1936, there were 22,354. On August 1, this 
year, 10,234 new freight cars were on order. 

New steam locomotives on order on September 1 totaled 
14 compared with 252 on September 1, last year, and 43 on 
the same date two years ago. The railroads had 26 new steam 
locomotives on order on August 1, this year. New electric and 
Diesel locomotives on order on September 1 totaled 26 com- 
pared with 37 on September 1, 1937, and 17 on September 1, 
1936. The railroads on August 1, this year, had 23 new electric 
and Diesel locomotives on order. 

Class I railroads in the first eight months of this year 
installed in service 7,502 new freight cars, compared with 
49,327 Pp the same period in 1937 and 20,588 in the same period 
in 1936. 
the first eight months of 1938 also put in 

comotives and 92 new electric and 
with 226 steam and 38 electric 
in the same period last year, 
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8, LAND GRANE%ADEDUCTIONS 

At the réquat Popatieg Ge Barement division of the Treasury 
y 


Department, concurred in the railroads, the Commission has 
postponed the hearing in I. and S. No. 4525, land grant deduc- 
tions on government. exhibits, from 10 o’clock, September 22 
to November 15, at the same hour, in Washington, D. C., before 
Examiner Archer (see Traffic World, Sept. 3, p. 431). 


CLAIM PAYMENTS DECREASE SLIGHTLY 


Payments for freight loss and damage reported by the 
members of the freight claim division of the Association of 
American Railroads—which operate 95 per cent of the United 
States and 99 per cent of the Canadian mileage—totaled $11,- 
698,277 in the first six months of 1938, as compared with $11,- 
796,395, in the first six months of 1937, according to reports 
issued by the division. These figures represent a decrease of 8 
of one per cent. Payments in the month of June were $1,992,- 
821 as compared with $2,253,747, a decrease of 11.6 per cent. 
For the twelve months ending with June this year, the pay- 
ments totaled $24,283,701, as compared with $23,353,850 for 
the 12 months ending June, 1937, an increase of 4 per cent. 


BOXES FOR CANNED FRUITS, ETC. 


The Division of Simplified Practice of the National Bureau 
of Standards, U. S. Department of Commerce, has announced 
that printed copies of simplified practice recommendation 
R171-38, wooden boxes for canned fruits and vegetables, are 
now available and may be obtained from the Superintendent 
of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C., 
for 5 cents each. This recommendation, which was proposed 
by the National Wooden Box Association, establishes a simpli- 
fied list of inside dimensions for boxes based on the unit of 
pack, the size of cans, and the arrangement of cans in the box. 
The recommendation is effective from July 1, 1938. 

Similar announcements have been made with respect to 
copies of R41-38, package sizes for agricultural insecticides and 
fungicides, effective from June 15, 1938, and R170-38, spice 
containers (tin and fiber), effective from June 15, 1938, which 
may be obtained for 5 cents each. 
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REPARATION 


Editor the Traffic World: 

I have read with considerable interest the report in the 
Traffic World, September 17, of the transportation conference 
held under the auspices of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States. 

It has always been by understanding that, in order to en- 
force any law, a penalty had to be provided—otherwise the 
law would be meaningless. This fact is recognized both by the 
dumb and the brilliant. 

On reading the recommendation made by the committee 
concerning section 8 and section 16, of the interstate com- 
merce act, which deals with reparation, I would appreciate its 
reply to this letter giving one good reason why these sections 
should be amended as proposed. Is it to be understood that, 
because of these particular sections, the true value of the 
interstate commerce act is unknown to the public at large and 
under such an amendment both the public and the railroads 
would benefit on equal terms? According to the views of a 
well-known traffic man, C. W. Galloway, vice-president of the 
Baltimore and Ohio, the problem of the railroads could be 
easily settled and promptly disposed of by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission acting in accordance with the requirements 
of the law we already have. It is also his view that there is 
no pressing need for any additional legislation if the govern- 
mental agencies would simply live up to and enforce the laws 
already in effect—meaning the interstate commerce act. I 
can truthfully say, as one humble individual, that the public 
knows little about this act written in its interest as well as 
that of the railroads. In regard to Mr. Galloway’s views, I 
refer you to his remarks at Columbus, Ohio, March 15, 1938, 
speaking before the Columbus Chamber of Commerce and Co- 
lumbus Transportation Club (Cincinnati Enquirer, March 16). 

It is my personal view, if my opinion means anything, that, 
in the event Congress adopted the report made by this com- 
mittee as it pertains to reparation, the whole interstate com- 
merce act might just as well be discarded entirley. Being well 
informed in the conduct of my business in the last seven years, 
I can well understand why the Chamber of Commerce would 
like to see the interstate commerce act amended in accordance 
with its views. However, I do not think Congress will be fooled 
in the matter nor will persons better informed than the writer 
permit such a gross injustice. 

Barber Traffic Service, L. E. Barber 

Cincinnati, O., Sept. 20, 1938. 


PRACTICE BEFORE THE I. C. C. 


Editor the Traffic World: 

The reasoning of the court in Edward De Pass vs. B. Har- 
ris Wool Company, Docket No. 11516, as reported on page 495, 
your September 10 issue, is hard to follow. On the one hand, 
the court says that, in practicing before the Commission, the 
plaintiff was practicing law, and, on the other hand, it states 
that the Commission is not a court of law and has no right to 
say who may practice before it. 

It would appear that, if the Commission is not a court 
and has no right to say who may practice before it, then one 
who practices before it is not practicing law. Only persons 
who are legally qualified by being admitted to practice before 
the bar are permitted to sit as judges in courts of law and, 
according to the court in this instance, the federal or state 
legislatures cannot change this. If this is so, how, solely 
through legislative authority, can a person who is not legally 
qualified by being admitted to practice before the bar sit as a 
judge on the Commission or any other commission “involving 
the legal and civil rights” of the people? 

There is another angle. The decision does not show that 
the plaintiff represented himself as entering the case “involving 
the legal and civil rights” of the defendant. Registered prac- 
titioners do not hold themselves out to give legal advice. 
What they do, or purport to do, is to place before the Commis- 
sion the complainant’s situation in full, including presentations 
as to rates and comparative facts and other things usually go- 


ing to make up the grounds on which the decision is founded. 
I believe courts quite frequently call experts for presentation 
of facts and figures who are not attorneys-at-law, and do not 
claim to be, and the evidence is presented without the as- 
sistance of attorneys-at-law. If this is true, the Commission 
has the same right to permit experts in their lines to appear 
before it without being attorneys-at-law or having the benefit 
of attorneys-at-law in the presentation of the evidence. 

The Commission is primarily a fact-finding body and 
should be permitted to have, as its officers, experts who are 
capable of aiding it in its functions in the same manner as the 
courts have lawyers as officers to aid them in their functions. 
The Commission is a body corporate as distinguished from a 
court and has no power to enforce its own decisions, and its 
interpretation of the laws is subservient to the courts in the 
same manner as an individual or corporation, Texas and Pa- 
cific Ry. Co. vs. I. C. C. 162 U. S. 197, 40 L. ed. 940, 16 Sup. Ct. 
Rep. 666. The Commission is not a court, and does not ex- 
ercise judicial powers nor do its conclusions possess the efficacy 
of judicial proceedings. See Kentucky & I. Bridge Co. vs. L. 
& N. R. R. Co., 37 Fed. 567, appeal dismissed, 149 U. S. 777, 
37 L. Ed. 964, 13, Sup. Ct. Rep. 1048. 

R. L. Ellis, Traffic Manager, 


Pueblo Chamber of Commerce. 
Pueblo, Colo., Sept. 17, 1938. 


LAND GRANT RATES 
Editor The Traffic World: 


There has just been brought to my attention the article, 
‘Land Grant Rates,” page 38, July 2, 1938, which comments 
on f. o. b. destination shipments. 

Land grant rates are not concessions. The government 
granted the land to the carriers on condition that the charges 
for the transportation of troops and public property would 
be adjusted in accordance with the will of the Congress. At 
present, carriers’ bills for transportation are paid at 50 per 
cent of tariff fares and rates, in accordance with the act of 
July 7, 1924, 43 Stat. 486, which provided payment to land 
grant railroads at the just and reasonable rates determined 
by the Secretary of War, but not to exceed 50 per cent of 
the tariff or lower special rates for like transportation per- 
formed for the public at large. Per that authority the Secre- 
tary of War fixed the 50 per cent basis. Any later Congress 
may raise or lower the basis. 

In order that non-land grant railroads may participate in 
government transportation, they execute so called equalization 
agreements which provide that they will accept for their trans- 
portation the same sum that would be payable to land-grant 
railroads for like service. Such carriers enter into the agree- 
ments at their own volition. 

It is understood, of course, that only the actual land-grant 
distance in a land-grant railroad, or between given points, is 
considered in the computation of the charges. As an illustra- 
tion, from Atchison, Kansas, to Denver, Colo., via the Santa 
Fe the distance is 738.09 miles, which includes 470.58 land- 
grant miles and which produces a land-grant per cent of 31.878. 
(470.58 + 738.09 = 2.) If the freight charges are $500 on a car- 
load between those points, the government pays that sum, less 
31.878 per cent, which, in a measure, compensates for the land 
the carrier received and which consisted of 2,944,788 acres. 

Between New York and San Francisco the land-grant de- 
duction is approximately 35.8 per cent. The tariff rates are not 
reduced. The carrier has been paid in cash and the value of 
A land-grant. See L. & N. R. R. vs. United States, 267 U. S. 

With respect to the passing of title to government prop- 
erty purchased f. o. b. destination, without other conditions, 
and which is the common and customary manner of purchase. 
All sales to the government are made on the credit of the 
United States. It is axiomatic that title passes when the sale 
is made, unless agreed otherwise. A sale to the government 
f. o. b. destination, the property to move on a government 
bill of lading, merely means that the unit purchase price in- 
cludes the freight charges and that the government, by the 
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issuance of the government bill of lading, declares by its own 
act that it intends to accept title at origin point, and deduct 
the freight charges from the vendor’s invoice. 

By agreement between the carrier and the government, the 
government bill of lading takes the place of and has the effect 
of a uniform straight bill of lading, in which the carr‘er con- 
tracts with the shipper (vendor) to transport the property from 
A to Z and there deliver to the designated official. Delivery 
of the property to the origin carrier is delivery to the consignee, 
the government. Title must pass, by law, at origin; otherw‘se 
there would be no purpose to be served by the “order” bill of 
lading. The only way known by which the vendor may retain 
title is to show himself as the consignee, or use an “order” bill. 

That title to property covered by a straight bill passes to 
the consignee at origin is the construction put on the trans- 
action by the hills of lading act. Section 99, U. S. Code, title 
49, provides that no right or title of a third person, unless 
enforced by legal process, shall be a defense to an action 
brought by the consignee of a straight bill or by the holder 
of an order bill against the carrier for failure to deliver the 
goods on demand. 

All persons familiar with the sale of goods and their trans- 
portation and delivery to the purchaser by common carrier, 
know that the railroads deliver daily to the known consignees, 
and without surrender of the bills of lading, thousands of ship- 
ments which were purchased f. o. b., destination, and which 
had been forwarded by the vendors on straight bills of lading. 
The vendors forward the property with collection of freight 
charges at destination. The consignee pays the freight charges 
and deducts the same when he pays the vendor’s bill. 

A government purchase is uniformly in the same manner 
and it readily is seen that the agreement of the vendor to 
assume in his sale price the cost of the freight charges to des- 
tination has nothing whatever to do with the passing of the 
title to the purchaser. The assumption of the freight charges 
by the vendor is nothing more than a condition in the purchase 
contract and affects the passing of the title to the property 
no more than any other condition or specification in the pur- 
chase contract. When the sale to the United States is made 
and the vendor is furnished with a government bill of lading 
and the vendor delivers the property to the origin carrier for 
forwarding, it is a sale and delivery of the property to the 
United States at origin where the title passed. 

Finally, assume a carload of lumber forwarded on a 
straight bill of lading from Portland to Pittsburgh. The prop- 
erty was sold f. o. b. destination, and on the credit of the 
consignee. The lumber is consumed by fire in transit. Both 
the shipper and the consignee present claims to the railroad 
for the value of the property. I believe all will agree that 
the consignee would prevail, for the simple reason that he 
was the owner of the property in the eyes of the law, the title 
to the property having passed to him on its delivery to the 
origin carrier for forwarding on a straight bill of lading. See 
above reference to the U. S. Code. 

As early as 1823, in Spring vs. South Carolina Insurance 
Co., 8 Wheaton 268, it was said at page 286: 


Upon the same principle it is, that a consignor loses his right to 
stop goods in transitu, although the consignee have become insolvent, 
after such consignee, having power to sell, has disposed of them, be- 
fore their arrival, to a third person, unacquainted with any circum- 
stance to taint the fairness of the transaction. 


As that is good law today, it is apparent that goods sold 
f. o. b. destination, on the credit of the consignee and for- 
warded on a straight bill of lading, the consignee under the 
stated circumstances could pass a good title to the goods to 
the purchaser of the goods before the arrival of the goods at 
destination. If title to goods purchased f. o. b. destination 
and forwarded on a straight bill of lading does not pass to the 
consignee at origin point, it is obvious that no consignee could 
sell and pass title to goods while they are in transit. 

I am a member of the bar and an exrailroad freight agent 
and traffic department man. At present I am a Unit Head in 
the Review Examining Section, Claims Division, General Ac- 
counting Office. It is to be understood that this is a statement 
of my own personal views and is not a reflection of the views 
of the General Accounting Office at the head of which is the 
present Acting Comptroller General of the United States, Mr. 
R. N. Elliott. 


Washington, D. C., Sept. 15, 1938. W. S. Stoner. 


AVIATION SURVEY ABROAD 
The Civil Aeronautics Authority has announced that G. 
Grant Mason, Jr., and Denis Mulligan, now in Brussels, have 
been instructed to make a survey of European civil aeronautics, 
including air lines, private flying, airports and other facilities 
before their return to the United States. Mr. Mason, a member 
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of the Authority, is attending the Fourth International Confer- 
ence on Private Air Law which started September 19 at Brus- 
sels, as chairman of the American delegation. Mr. Mulligan, 
consulting counsel on International aviation to the Authority, 
is also a member of the delegation. 

When preparing to carry out the mandate of Congress for 
a report on an air port program for the United States, the 
Authority said it found much recent information on European 
development to be lacking. The information obtained by Mr. 
Mason and Mr. Mulligan in the course of this survey would be 
of material assistance in preparing the air port report which 
must be presented to Congress by February 1, it said. In seek- 
ing information on other civil flying developments in Europe, 
they will be assisted by John J. Ide, field representative of the 
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, stationed in 
Paris. 

In its instructions for the survey, the Authority has asked 
its representatives to give particular attention to traffic control 
on international airways, traffic promotion and service as it 
affects passengers, air mail rate structures and passenger and 
goods tariffs. In addition to these subjects, arrangements have 
been made for the delegation to confer with the governmental 
agencies administering civil aeronautics abroad on general 
developments and safety requirements, design and flight char- 
acteristics of new civil aircraft, and the possibility of opening 
new markets for American aviation products. 


FOREIGN AIR CARRIER PERMITS 


Regulations governing applications for foreign air carrier 
permits under the grandfather clause of the civil aeronautics 
act have been issued by the Civil Aeronautics Authority. Reg- 
ulations for applications for foreign air carrier. permits by 
others will be issued later. 

Grandfather applications may be filed by any foreign air 
carrier who holds a permit issued by the Secretary of Com- 
merce under section 6 of the air commerce act of 1926, as 
amended, which was in effect on May 14, 1938, and which au- 
thorizes such air carrier to operate between any foreign coun- 
try and the United States, under the regulations. 


SAFE FLYING PROGRAM 


At an informal meeting held at the Civil Aeronautics Au- 
thority, commercial air line operators presented to that body a 
safety program with which they intended to combat winter 
flying hazards. The operators’ program pledged them to elimi- 
nate speed competition among rival air lines by lengthening 
running times over long-distance operations; to review and, 
if desirable, raise weather limitations and to establish a policy 
of conservatism in operations; to make available to the Au- 
thority a small subcommittee of operators for any specific con- 
tact work with the industry, and to consider extension of em- 
ploye training programs. 


AIR CARRIER TARIFFS 

The Civil Aeronautics Authority has postponed from Octo- 
ber 3 to October 17 the date for compliance by scheduled air 
carriers with the tariff requirements of the civil aeronautics 
act. The effective date for such carriers engaged exclusively 
in overseas or foreign air transportation has been fixed as No- 
vember 1. For non-scheduled air carriers the effective date 
has been fixed as December 20. 

The order postponing the effective dates includes a pro- 
vision of a previous order the effect of which is to keep in 
effect the provision of section 403 of the civil aeronautics act 
authorizing carriers to issue tickets or passes for reduced-rate 
or free transportation as specified therein. The effective date 
of this particular part of the act has not been postponed 
because air carriers urged that it be made effective so that 
they might not be accused of discrimination under section 404 
of the act in issuing passes. 


HESTER AND AIR PORTS 


“We are dealing not with a. pork barrel, but with eco- 
nomics,” Clinton M. Hester told an audience at the dedication 
of Winchester’s (Va.) new municipal air port. Praising the 
state and the local community which built the new air port with 
the help of WPA, he declared that the place of each such 
local project in the national system of air transport must be 
determined along legal and scientific lines. 

Mr. Hester, Administrator in the new Civil Aeronautics 
Authority, described the statute and the methods it prescribes 
for the Authority as the truly American, logical way of deal- 
ing with the new national utility created by the growth of 
civil flying. He predicted that air transport, developed along 
the principles laid down in the act, would avoid the pitfalls into 
which fell the growing railroad and utility systems and would 
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avoid the mistakes for which those systems are now painfully 
paying in low return to present investors and high cost to pres- 
ent customers. ; 

“The location of air routes, the provision of air mail or 
air transportation service,” he said, “is no longer a matter of 
the pressure of local pride working through political channels. 
Local pride, in fact, must submit itself to the best scientific 
scrutiny experience has been able to devise. 

“Before private funds are invested or public money spent, 
the Civil Aeronautics Authority must be satisfied that the 
project accords with the main purpose set forth by Congress 
in the national interest and that the individual needs of a 
particular public will be served, with a proper return to honest 
and efficient ownership and management.” 

As an example of the failure of the railroads, who he said, 
were a law unto themselves in the expansion period, to observe 
these principles he instanced the present worthless shares of 
railroad securities “once glowing prospects with magnificent 
names, now but cobwebbed memories of painful loss.” 


“Even where such securities had value now,” he said, 
“they but burdened present capital structures with the war 
debts of struggles for competitive territory in the past.” 

The separation of the administrative and regulatory func- 
tions from the judicial in the Authority he described as an 
enormous improvement in the methods of proving public con- 
venience and necessity for air transport projects and for other 
aspects of regulation. He compared this process with the 
pioneer knowledge of the neighbors possessed by the old time 
justice of the peace. 

“He served substantial justice because he knew the neigh- 
bors, perhaps better than he knew the law,” Mr. Hester said. 
“Today we know these neighbors who have become national 
businesses in much the same way, through our facilities to 
observe their background of finance and the details of their 
management.” 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

Ex Parte MC 14, motor carrier rates in middle Atlantic 
states, as of Sept. 8; I. & S. M-368, paints, lacquers, varnishes 
—St. Louis to Chicago, as of Sept. 8; I. & S. M-384, iron or 
steel articles over Floral City Trucking Co., as of Sept. 8; 
MC 1441, Sub. No. 1, Wiley Hendrix Merrill, contract carrier 
application, as of Sept. 7; MC 1593, Sub. No. 1, Wesley Hull, 
extension, Idaho Falls to Afton, as of Sept. 6; MC 3508, Sub. 
No. 1, Boseck Transfer Co., extension of operations, as of Sept. 
6; MC 8753, Sub. No. 1 and MC 34053, Sub. No. 1, Coats Motor 
Transfer Co., Georgia extension, as of Sept. 8; MC 9637, Harold 
E. Barcus, common carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 11130, 
Sub. No. 1, Merchants Transfer and Storage Co., Inc., common 
carrier application, as of Sept. 7; MC 11294, Sub. No. 1, Fred W. 
Pohl, St. Joseph, Mo.-Nebraska extension, as of Sept. 3; MC 
15214, Mercury Motorways, Inc., common carrier application, 
as of Sept. 1; MC 19185, Sub. No. 1, R. J. Marsden, Montpelier- 
Preston extension, as of Sept. 6; MC 24875, Walter A. Bidewell, 
contract carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 24886, Armand 
Magnan, common carrier application, as of Sept. 2; MC 24886, 
Sub. No. 1, Armand Magnan, contract carrier application, as 
of Sept. 7; MC 25919, Vallee A. Oswald, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of Sept. 6; MC 25919, Sub. No. 1, Vallee A. Oswald, 
Greenville-St. Louis extension, as of Sept. 6; MC 27770, Fred 
Hughes, contract carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 28133, 
Sub. No. 1, Walter W. Schmidt, extension Waterloo, as of Sept. 
6; MC 29488, Tauck Tours, Inc., contract carrier application, 
as of Sept. 8; MC 29488, Sub. No. 1, Tauck Tours, Inc., exten- 
sion of operations, as of Sept. 8; MC 33510, Sub. No. 1, C. A. 
Loghry, common carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 33692, 
Oliver Kley, contract carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 
50302, Inland Pacific Stages, common carrier application, as of 
Sept. 6; MC 58916, Armstrong Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., 
common carrier application, as of Aug. 29; MC 61379, Willie 
Sheriff & Son, common carrier application, as of Sept. 7; MC 
72230, Sub. No. 3, Growers Cold Storage Co., Inc., extension of 
operations, as of Sept. 6; MC 86816, Paul E. Bales, common 
carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 88076, Albert E. Blaine, 
contract carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 88396, Rudolph 
William Winkelman, common carrier application, as of Sept. 
8; MC 88453, E. J. Weiss Truck Service, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of Sept. 8; MC 88676, Glenn Fulton, common carrier 
application, as of Sept. 7; MC 88903, William J. Hughes, exten- 
sion of operations, as of Aug. 27; MC 89000, John C. Earl, con- 
tract carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 89014, Orren E. 
Smith, contract carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 89060, 
Harold Jacobson, common carrier application, as of Sept. 6; 
MC 89061, Edward Power, common carrier application, as of 
Sept. 6; MC 89100, Dave Chamberlain, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of Sept. 6; MC 89107, Gust Nicolozahas, common car- 
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rier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 89167, William H. Scott, 
common carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 91807, Gabriel 
Moreton, contract carrier application, as of Sept. 6; MC 94116, 
Leroy Lowe, contract carrier application, as of Sept. 7; 
MC F-214, Earl F. Schultz, purchase, Roy J. Hagen, as of 
nati-Portsmouth Motor Express, Inc., as of Sept. 15; MC F-416, 
David C. Doyle, purchase, Christian Kakoska, as of Sept. 16; 
MC 1502, Sub. No. 13, Pennsylvania Greyhound Lines, Inc., 
extension of operations, Aberdeen-Baltimore, Md., as of Sept. 
12; MC 4503, George Packard, contract carrier application, as 
of Sept. 9; MC 27223, Sub. No. 1, John G. Reeser, Camden- 
New Jersey points extension, as of Aug. 29; MC 28088, Charles 
C. Wood, common carrier application, as of Sept. 12; MC 28088, 
Sub. No. 1, Charles C. Wood, extension of operations, as of 
Sept. 12; MC 29565, Everett Howell Hughes, common carrier 
application, as of Sept. 12; MC 32858, Sub. No. 1, Stephens 
Reliable Express, Inc., extension of operations (Laurel, Miss.), 
as of Sept. 9; MC 36171, Sub. No. 1, Francis B. Sheetz, com- 
mon carrier application—express, as of Sept. 12; MC 41263 and 
MC 41264, L. T. Puryear & Co., Inc., common and contract 
carrier application, as of Sept. 9; MC 50226, Sub. No. 1, Hubert 
C. Elliott, Louisville-Mt. Carmel extension, as of Sept. 12; MC 
61728, Bill Milligan, common carrier application, as of Sept. 9; 
MC 71679, Sub. No. 1, Claude D. Walker, extension of opera- 
tions, as of Sept. 9; MC 72387, Edward Miller, common carrier 
application, as of Sept. 12; MC 88166, William Colangelo, com- 
mon carrier application, as of Sept. 12; MC 88735, William 
Isaacs, contract carrier application, as of Sept. 9; MC 88744, 
Ralph Marshall Hamm, common carrier application, as of Sept. 
12; MC 88807, Strickland & Lowe Coal and Transfer Co., com- 
mon carrier application, as of Sept. 9; MC 88873, Motor Ex- 
press, common carrier application, as of Sept. 9; MC 88951, 
Susie Barnes, common carrier application, as of Sept. 9; MC 
89048, George T. Shriver, common carrier application, as of 
Sept. 9; MC 90801, National Federation of Textiles, Inc., broker 
application, as of Sept. 12; MC 94588, Matthew Trinder, con- 
tract carrier application, as of Sept. 9; MC F-564, Roy Ritten- 
house, purchase, Charles H. Carr, as of Sept. 19. 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


Judge William Hawley Atwell, in the federal court for the 
northern district of Texas, at Dallas, Tex., has ordered an 
information to be filed against Hart Mercantile Co., Inc., of 
San Angelo, Tex., in twenty-two counts, accusing him of trans- 
porting property in interstate commerce by motor vehicle from 
Houston to San Angelo, Tex., as a contract carrier without hav- 
ing obtained a permit from the Commission, acccrding to a 
statement by Secretary Bartel, of the Commission. The de- 
fendant, according to the statement, is charged in fifteen counts 
of the information with transporting shipments which orig- 
inated at Aberdeen, Md., and in seven counts with transporting 
shipments which originated at Akron, O., routed through the 
port of Houston, Tex., and consigned to the San Angelo Gro- 
cery Co., Inc., of San Angelo, Tex. 

At the same time another action was filed in the same 
court wherein the Commission seeks an order enjoining and 
restraining Hart Mercantile Co., Inc., from violating the motor 
carrier act, said the statement. It said that hearing on applica- 
tion for a temporary injunction had been set for October 17 
at San Angelo, Tex. 

The Commission has been advised that a criminal informa- 
tion has been filed in the federal court for the middle district 
of Pennsylvania accusing Lawrence E. Spaide of transporting 
gasoline without having previously obtained authority from 
the Commission. At the same time in the same court, an equity 
suit was instituted by the Commission asking that Spaide be 
enjoined from transporting gasoline until he had obtained au- 
thority from the Commission. Spaide, according to Secretary 
Bartel’s announcement, operates aS a common carrier between 
Buffalo, N. Y., and points in Pennsylvania. The transportation 
complained of in the criminal and equity proceedings was of 
gasoline from Bayonne, N. J., to Hazleton and Wilkes Barre, 
Pa. 

Another injunction proceeding, according to Secretary 
Bartel, has been begun in the federal court for the middle dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania to restrain Oliver H. Shenk, of Lebanon, 
Pa., from operating as a carrier of passengers until such time 
as he has filed application for authority with the Commission. 
Shenk, according to the announcement, has been operating as a 
common carrier generally between Lebanon, Pa., and Florida 
points in conducting tours. 

A civil suit for injunction has also been instituted, accord- 
ing to Secretary Bartel’s statement, against Christian H. Shenk, 
a son of Oliver H. Shenk, seeking to enjoin Christian H. Shenk 
and his agents from acting as a broker in the sale of transporta- 
tion for passengers, on behalf of Oliver H. Shenk, until such 
time as authority therefor has been obtained from the Commis- 
sion. 
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MOTOR HOURS OF SERVICE 


The chief reason for the American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., asking for further proceedings in respect of Ex Parte MC 
2, maximum hours of service of motor carrier employes (see 
Traffic World, Sept. 17) its petition indicates is the lack of 
testimony addressed to definite or specific standards to which 
the witnesses could address themselves. When the hearings 
were held, the petition said, there were no definite or specific 
standards proposed by the Commission with respect to which 
evidence could be directed. 

For the reason that there were no standards proposed by 
the Commission, the association asked the Commission to treat 
its report of July 12 as a proposed report and order so that 
testimony might be taken toward the establishment of more 
practical and reasonable relationships and regulations with 
respect to driving and rest periods. The range of conditions, 
requirements, and desires presented by the witnesses, the peti- 
tion said, was necessarily so broad that in the interest of pru- 
dent procedure with respect to time and volume of record, it 
was not possible to direct an adequate presentation of testimony 
toward each of the driving or work periods which might pos- 
sibly be considered and prescribed, and as to the effect on each 
of the various kinds of operations. 

According to the petition, the report and order of division 
5 were closely patterned from the record and followed the only 
clearly defined basis which the record offered. But, the petition 
said, the report was not founded on any industry pattern out- 
lined in the record. That the present report and order failed to 
accomplish the desired results, the association said, was a 
natural and almost inevitable result of the procedure rather 
than failure by either the industry or the Commission to estab- 
lish or follow the record. The problem, it said, was not one 
which simply would lend itself to solution on one record which 
was necessarily directed toward unknown quantities and gen- 
eralities. The present order, the petition said, was without 
supporting testimony with respect to its application to service 
or sound economics. It was submitted, said the petition, that all 
considerations required that the new plan be subjected to the 
test of actual conditions prior to adoption. 

The order, according to the petition, is impracticable, in 
that it will defeat its avowed safety objectives, unnecessarily 
impose conditions and limitations, and costs for equipment and 
labor, which were not consistent with essential public service 
and sound economics within the industry. That conclusion, the 
petition indicates, is based on a study by the industry of the 
standards set forth in the order and a test of the rules by ap- 
plication to operating conditions as they exist. 

Safety objectives, the petition declares, will be defeated 
because there is an improper balance between driving hours 
and required rest hours which will necessitate the speeding of 
vehicles beyond the point which experience has shown to be 
safe. On that point, the petition said: 


As an example of the unbalanced relationship between ‘‘driving’’ 
and ‘“‘rest,’’ an employe may drive for ten hours, rest eight hours, and 
then resume driving for six hours. The ratio of rest to initial driving 
would be 80% and the ratio to total driving hours would be 33144%; 
but an employe may not, under the present order, drive seven hours, 
rest seven hours and then resume driving for four hours, although the 
ratio of rest to initial driving would be 100% and the ratio of rest to 
total driving would be 64%. There is need for rationalization of the 
rest requirements in relation to driving in order that speeding may 
not be necessary and safety and service be preserved. The present 
record affords little basis for the determination of such relationship. 
Further hearings. will show that reasonable safety may be obtained 
through the establishing of a proper balance between driving and rest 
periods. 


The order, according to the petition, will compel the 
abandonment of many operations but the present record affords 
no evidence with respect to the extent that service will neces- 
sarily be withdrawn from the public, because of physical and 
economic factors which will prevent the rendering of service 
under it. 


There is nothing in the record, says the petition, to show 
the extent which the proposed rules would effect the industry 
as a whole. Should it be assumed that certain types of opera- 
tions can be continued under the proposed rules without undue 
sacrifice of service, says the petition, there are other and essen- 
tial types of service which will be made impossible. No service, 
it says, should be destroyed if possible to preserve it, and 
surely no service should be destroyed in the absence of a record 
to justify the action. Further, the petition said, if it was pos- 
sible to find that safety demanded certain rigidity in driving 
hours or standards, irrespective of type of operation, it did 
not follow that like rigidity of regulation was necessary in con- 
nection with maximum weekly hours of service. It pointed out 
that daily or regular operations might lend themselves to a 
single work week standard but seasonal and sporadic employ- 
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ment such as night be illustrated in the movement of farm 
products, household goods, and oil field equipment would re- 
quire a spread of the weekly limitations over a longer period. 

Another point in the petition is that the record contains 
no testimony with respect to the practicability of any particular 
form of driver’s log. The petition points out some of the diffi- 
culties that will be encountered by drivers on account of 
weather conditions in support of its proposition that there 
shall be further hearing. 

Oil field motor carriers, in a petition filed by the oil field 
division of Texas Motor Transportation Association, and its 
affiliate the Mid-Continent Oil Field Hauler’s Conference, have 
asked the Commission to postpone its order in Ex Parte MC 
2, maximum hours of service of motor carriers employes, so as 
to afford opportunity for further consideration, or in the al- 
ternative, allow drivers of oil field haulers to work fourteen 
hours a day if necessary. 

It was represented in the petition that it was unreasonable 
to limit driving to ten hours a day in performing service in the 
oil field because oil field shipments require expedition and 
are uncertain from day to day. Due to the states having juris- 
diction over highways the heavy loads of machinery used in 
the oil fields, says the petition, are often routed in such a way 
that the work of the drivers is not of the same character as 
the work of drivers between filed terminals. 

The petition says that to construct sleeping cabs on oil 
field truck tractors with trailers handling long and heavy pipe 
is not advisable or practical as such sleeping cabs would be in 
the way of loading 30 to 33 foot pipe and allow the carrier to 
keep within the requirement of state laws limiting the length 
of the truck and trailer to 45 feet. Some pipe, the petition 
says, is 40 feet long. The petition points out conditions under 
which work is done in the oil fields, and which in the opinion 
of the petitioners require that there be a relaxation in the 
rules promulgated by the Commission. They think that the 
hours of driving prescribed by the Commission are unwar- 
ranted, for “they are not based on need experience and safety 
records” of oil field haulers. The petitioners added, as a mat- 
ter of information, that their drivers were well paid for all 
hours of service, the compensation being above the average. 

Alleging that the Commission’s order of July 12 in MC 2 
was impractical, not conducive to safety, and would, if per- 
mitted to become effective, cause great hardships to motor 
carriers, the Truck Owners’ Association of California has asked 
the Commission to modify that order or in lieu thereof to stay 
the order pending an investigation. The association, in its peti- 
tion, said that the rules and regulations prescribed by division 
5 in its order of December 29, 1937, were considered to be suffi- 
ciently practical to enable motor carriers to comply therewith. 

The petition alleges that the proceeding was reopened at 
the request of representatives of organized labor resulted in 
substantial modification of the rules and regulations prescribed 
in 1937. Specifically, the association asked the Commission 
to restore Rules 3 and 4 in lieu of the recently issued Rule 3 
or to postpone the effective date of regulations pertaining to 
hours of service of drivers, except Rule 5. 

In arguing for modification, the association said the regula- 
tions would impose great and insurmountable hardship on motor 
carriers; that the regulations were unfair compared with similar 
regulations on railroads, in that railroad labor engaged in 
duties similar to that involved in this proceeding were permitted 
to work sixteen consecutive hours; that the decision and order 
are arbitrary and were entered without evidence to support 
them, were contrary to the evidence and wholly unsupported 
by the evidence taken in this proceeding. 

The association said the Commission should either restore 
the rules promulgated by division 5 or postpone the effective 
date of its order pending the “scientific investigation” spoken 
of, in the decision. 


In the interim, the petition said, the Commission should 
require the daily log specified in Rule 5 from which log “un- 
doubtedly helpful information will be obtained respecting the 
relationship between hours of service and accidents.” 


Objections to the rules prescribed by the Commission have 
also been received at the Commission from employes of various 
common carriers by motor vehicle, but they have not been made 
public because they were presented without compliance with the 
Commission’s rules of practice. The papers have been returned 
to those who sent them to the Commission with request that 
there be compliance with the rules of practice. 


Commission men having charge of the objections presented 
in that form declare they appear to be petitions circulated by 
employers of drivers who asked them to sign petitions addressed 
to the Commission requesting changes in the rules. Unless put 
into the form required by the Commission’s rules of practice, 
4 = - the papers will not be made a part of the record in 
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CENTRAL STATES MOTOR RATES 


The Commission, by division 5, has reopened Ex Parte MC 
21, motor carrier rates in central territory, on account of peti- 
tions for modification of the minimum rate order entered in 
that case. The reopened proceeding has been set for hearing, 
September 26, at 9:30 a. m., standard time, at the Hotel Sher- 
man, Chicago, Ill., before Commissioner Rogers. 

The hearing is to be on the first, second, third, fourth, fifth, 
sixth and seventh petitions filed by the Central States Motor 
Freight Bureau, Inc.; another petition filed by that organiza- 
tion to permit addition of participating carriers on one day’s 
notice; four petitions filed by the Motor Carriers’ Tariff Bureau 
respecting rates on awning fittings, alkali, paper and paper 
articles, and respecting rates published in Lyons Transporta- 
tion Co., Inc., MF-I. C. C. No. 29. 

Other petitions on which hearing is to be had at that 
time are those filed by Alton Transport Co. et al.; by G. H. 
Dilla on behalf of Triangle Express Co.; German Brothers 
Motor Transportation, Inc., et al.; by American Carloading 
Corporation; by Bell Line, Inc.; and Herbert E. Ruff. 

Petitions on which hearing is to be held were filed between 
August 31 and September 16. 

In Ex Parte MC 27, central territory contract carrier rates, 
the Superior Transfer Co. has asked for modification of the 
Commission’s order so as to exclude therefrom the service per- 
formed by it in carrying such general merchandise as is dealt 
in by retail general stores, from Toledo, O., to points and 
places in Senawee and Monroe counties, Mich.; from Cleve- 
land, O., to points and places in New York. Ohio, and Pennsyl- 
vania; and such rejected and returned general merchandise as 
is dealt in by retail general stores. The applicant says it is 
not in competition with common carrier service and is not sus- 
ceptible to rigid minimum charges. 

The Bates Motor Transport Lines, Inc., has asked the Com- 
mission to modify its minimum rate order in Ex Parte MC 21 
with respect to butter, butter grease, oleo, salad dressing, 
cheese, mayonnaise, peanut butter, coconut oil, corn oil and 
vegetable stearine. It asserts that it has had a rate of 30 
cents on a minimum weight of 20,000 pounds between Chicago, 
Ill., and Columbus, O. That rate, it is asserted, produces 19.1 
cents a truck mile, which revenue is declared to be reasonable 
and compensatory. The petition says that were that rate to 
be increased to 46 cents it would lose a considerable volume 
of traffic. The petitioner further alleges that a competing con- 
tract carrier has a rate of 25 cents on a 20,000-pound minimum 
and it fears it would lose a considerable volume of business 
to that carrier were the present rate increased. 

Inland Motor Freight, Inc., also asks for modification of 
the Commission’s order by including in paragraph “A” of find- 
ing 5 on sheet 22 of its report a reference to Items Nos. 10 
and 15 to its MF-I. C. C. No. 2, whereby a minimum of 16,000 
pounds is to be handled on one truck from dock to dock and 
a rate of 20 cents is to be applied as an all-commodity rate 
between Cleveland, O., and Pittsburgh, Pa. Item No. 15 pro- 
vides a rate of 17 cents on all commodities in mixed truck- 
loads between Akron, O., and Pittsburgh. 

Ancro Freight Lines, Inc., of Detroit, Mich., seeks a modi- 
fication of the Commission’s order in respect of beverages 
and empty containers, returned, on such traffic between Cleve- 
land, O., and Detroit, Mich. 

The Cleveland and Buffalo Transit Co., of Cleveland, O., 
has asked the Commission to include in its minimum rate order 
in this case rates on aluminum, billets, pigs, slabs or sheets, 
on the same basis of rates as those published by the rail lines. 
These rates, it says, are not included in the minimum rate 
order of the Commission. The transit company asks inclusion 
so as to eliminate “unfair discrimination.” 

Specifically, the transit company, asks the Commission for 
authority to continue ratings and commodity description in 
supplement No. 1 to MF-I. C. C. No. 8, freight tariff No. 1-A, 
item No. 25-A, issued by T. F. Cahill, its general freight agent, 
prescribing a rate of 20 cents on a minimum of 20,000 pounds 
or more, which rate, according to the petition, is to be increased 
to 22 cents in accordance with the decision of the Commission 
in Ex Parte 123. 

The transit company said it requested the Commission to 
amend the minimum rate order to include the item named in 
the petition in order that its rate might be on a parity with rail 
competition. 

W. H. Hinchcliff, Jr., doing business as Hinchcliff Motor 
Service, of Chicago, Ill., has asked the Commission in Ex Parte 
MC 21, to add rates shown in an exhibit to its tariffs and made 
effective on ten days’ notice. The rates pertain to battery boxes. 
The petition asks, in the event that the modification cannot be 
made without further hearing, the order be stayed pending 
further hearing. 
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In another petition he asks an amendment respecting min- 
eral wool, tile and other commodities from New Lexington, O., 
to Chicago, Il. 

Other petitions for modification of the Commission’s order 
in Ex Parte MC 21 have been filed by the Reinhardt Transfer 
Co., Inc., of Portsmouth, O., and the Richter Transfer Co., of 
Cincinnati, O. 

The Brown Motor Freight Line, operating between south- 
ern Michigan and northern Illinois in the transportation of 
paper mill products, groceries, packing house products and 
petroleum products, has asked the Commission to postpone the 
effective date of its order in Ex Parte MC 21; that the mini- 
mum rate order of division 5, so far as it applies to commodities 
transported by Brown be reconsidered by the entire Commis- 
sion and that the present long established rates be not 
disturbed. The Brown line asserts that the level of rates 
published by it has been maintained for years, has not been 
reduced by rate wars, and that the only changes in rates have 
been increases. On that level, it asserts, it has operated safe 
and adequate service, facilities and equipment. On those facts 
of record, said the Brown petition, the Commission would see 
that the finding of division 5 that the rates had been reduced 
by rate wars and did not provide safe and adequate service 
was erroneous as to its rates, facilities and equipment. 


NEW ENGLAND MOTOR RATES 


The New England Motor Rate Conference has asked the 
Commission to modify its minimum rate order in Ex Parte 
MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England, by adding to it 
minimum rates, effective October 3, agreed on by representa- 
tives of common carriers participating in the movement of 
groceries, including fresh fruits and vegetables, and grocery 
equipmeat in mixed shipments from Somerville, Mass., to points 
in Maine, New Hampshire and Vermont. 

In its petition, the conference said the Commission’s order 
in this case, dated to be effective October 3, had been subject 
to varying interpretations by carriers and shippers, it being 
generally believed that its practical effect was to exclude move- 
ment of groceries, or grocery store supplies or grocery equip- 
ment from the effect of the order. It said it was further alleged 
that all the sectional commodity tariffs, applicable to the trans- 
portation of commodities generally and the class rate tariffs 
referred to in the order, contained a number of rates govern- 
ing the transportation of the items hereinbefore referred to. 
The rates which the conference asked to have embodied in the 
order are shown in two appendices attached to the petition. 

It was obvious, said the petition, that there existed no 
adequate reason for the exclusion of the commodities men- 
tioned from the scope of the order, and that both the New Eng- 
land Motor Rate Conference and protesting carriers urged on 
the Commission the necessity of modifying the order in such a 
manner as to include within the terms of prescription all rates 
relating to fresh fruits and vegetables, with the possible excep- 
tion of fresh fruits and vegetables moving from Suffolk county, 
N. Y., to the limited points of destination served thereby. Like- 
wise, the petition said, it was of vital importance that the 
Commission prescribe all rates relating to fruits and vegetables 
shown in the appendices as minima for the traffic to which 
they applied. 

The New England Motor Rate Conference, sectional rate 
committee No. 2, has asked the Commission to modify its order 
in Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. The 
changes the committee desires to be made in the Commission’s 
order are shown in an appendix carrying hundreds of items. 

Nine additional petitions for modification of the Commis- 
sion’s order of August 3, in Ex Parte MC 22, were filed Sep- 
tember 22 by the New England Motor Rate Conference, either 
by its general chairman or by sectional rate committees. Two 
petitions have also been filed in that case by the New England 
Motor Rate Bureau, Inc., asking that changes be made in the 
Commission’s order. 


A. T. A. RESIGNATIONS 


Two vice-presidents of the American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., John F. Winchester and B. H. Megginson, have resigned. 
Mr. Winchester was vice-president in charge of the private 
carrier division, while Mr. Megginson was at the head of the 
oil field equipment haulers’ division. 

Mr. Winchester, in explanation of his resignation, said he 
desired to take an active part in the newly formed private 
carriers’ organization and expressed the fear that the interests 
of members of that group at times might be in conflict with the 
interests of the A. T. A. 

Mr. Megginson, it was said in explanation of his resigna- 
tion, had withdrawn from the oil field equipment haulers’ 
industry. 
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NEW YORK TRUCK STRIKE 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


After prolonged conferences between outlaw strikers, truck 
owner members of the Merchant Truckmen’s Bureau, Highway 
Transport Association, Acting Mayor Newbold Morris, labor 
relation mediators, and the Brotherhood of Teamsters and 
three local drivers’ unions, the motor struck strike which lasted 
a week and almost paralyzed the business of transportation in 
New York City, was temporarily declared off at midnight Sep- 
tember 21. The truck drivers all returned to work the next 
morning. 

The settlement that was finally arrived at, provided for a 
four-day truce to terminate September 25. In this period re- 
sumption of negotiations for a new wage and working condi- 
tions agreement was provided for. At the end of the period, if 
a new contract can not be agreed on, a general official union 
strike will go into effect on September 26. 

What helped to bring about the truce was the direct appeal 
by telephone made to three truck owners by Mayor La Guardia 
speaking from San Francisco. He warned that, if peace was 
not agreed on soon, the city would lose a lot of its business by 
diversion to other ports through other means of transportation. 

What the truck owners were said to hesitate about before 
they finally agreed to the truce was that an agreement, when 
made, might be violated later on, as, while the truck owners 
could be held to the strict letter of the contract, there was no 
security that the drivers would observe the conditions laid down 
in the agreement. 

The metropolitan area of Greater New York was hit badly 
by the strike. It was described by the International Brother- 
hood of Teamsters and Drivers as totally “unauthorized” because 
no formal strike vote had been taken when the so-called insur- 
gents of three local unions sprung the strike suddenly and with- 
out notice. In spite of the unions frowning on the walkout of 
a minority group of drivers the strike gathered force from day 
to day. It resulted in tying up the delivery of merchandise 
generally, though in the case of foods and household necessities 
and newsprint the strikers assured Acting Mayor Newbold 
Morris there would be no interference with trucks handling 
these goods. 

Rough estimates placed the loss to the truck owners at 
$350,000 a day and the loss to business $150,000 a day. 


BUS ASSOCIATION CONVENTION 


Members of the National Association of Motor Bus Opera- 
tors, at the annual meeting of that organization at the Congress 
Hotel, Chicago, September 21 and 22, adopted a resolution 
favoring legislation directing the Postmaster General to “in- 
quire into the bus service of a community with a view of utiliz- 
ing it for the dispatch of United States mail, particularly 
first-class mail,” and authorizing him ‘to contract with any bus 
company operating under a certificate of the interstate Com- 
merce Commission for the carriage of mail without the neces- 
sity of advertising for bids.” 


In another resolution the association protested against ‘the 
unfair discrimination practiced by the War Department in con- 
tracting exclusively for movement by rail of troops in the Army 
and the National Guard.” The first resolution was adopted on 
the recommendation of a special committee on the subject, 
headed by R. T. Whiting, vice-president and general manager, 
Washington Motor Coach System, Seattle, Wash.; the second 
on the recommendation of the legislative committee, Ivan 
Bowen, general counsel, Greyhound Corporation, Minneapolis, 
Minn., chairman. 

Murray D. Van Wagoner, Michigan state highway commis- 
sioner, speaking at a lucheon meeting September 22, contrasted 
highway passenger transportation in Europe with that in the 
United States. The latter, he said, was much the better in serv- 
ice, equipment, and highways available. He made an exception 
with regard to some limited way express routes, the construc- 
tion of which he advocated in this country. Such highways 
could be constructed here, he said, if all highway revenues 
were devoted to highway purposes, and if the federal govern- 
ment shared in the entire cost of construction, right of way, 
and maintenance. 

The association’s safety committee, Marcus Dow, manager 
of the department of safety personnel, Greyhound Management 
Company, Cleveland, O., chairman, announced the winners of 
the association’s annual awards for safety records. He said 
accidents involving bus lines had decreased 36 per cent since 
1928, as compared with an increase of 47 per cent in the acci- 
dents of private automobiles. This record of the busses was 
made, he said, because of the control which the employers have 
over drivers, and because of the careful selection and training 
of drivers. Award winners were: 
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Schaut’s Bus and Taxi Lines, St. Marys, Pa.; Pennsylvania Grey- 
hound Lines, Cleveland, O.; New Mexico Transportation Company, 
Roswell, N. M.; Southeastern Greyhound Lines, Lexington, Ky.; Inter- 
state Power Company, Dubuque, Iowa; Triple Cities Traction Corpora- 
tion, Binghamton, N. Y.; Interstate Transportation Company, Bis- 
marck, N. D. 


The association re-elected A. M. Hill, president, Atlantic 
Greyhound Corporation, Charleston, W. Va., president; E. W. 
Wakelee, vice-president, Public Service Coordinated Transport, 
Newark, N. J., vice-president, and E. D. Merrill, president and 
general manager, Capital Transit Company, Washington, D. C., 
treasurer. A. W. Koehler, Washington, D. C., is secretary. The 
following were elected to membership on the board of directors: 


J. L. Smith, manager, Champlain Coach Lines, Burlington, Vt.; 
M. R. Boylan, vice-president, Public Service Coordinated Transport, 
Newark, N. J.; R. L. Jacobs, vice-president, Arcodel Lines, Columbus, 
O.; C. G. Schultz, general manager, Union Bus Company, Jacksonville, 
Fla.; O. W. Townsend, president, Teche Greyhound Lines, New Or- 
leans, La.; W. G. Fitzpatrick, general counsel, Eastern Michigan 
Motobusses, Detroit, Mich.; J. W. Blood, counsel, Santa Fe Trail 
System, Wichita, Kan.; E. F. Zelle, president, Jefferson Transportation 
Company, Minneapolis, Minn.; Hal Peterson, president, Kerrville Bus 
Company, Kerrville, Texas; W. E. Travis, president, Pacific Greyhound 
Lines, San Francisco, Cal.; R. T. Whiting, general manager, Washing- 
ton Motor Coach System, Seattle, Wash.; O. S. Caesar, president, Grey- 
hound Management Company, Chicago, Ill.; A. S. McArthur, general 
superintendent, Gray Coach Lines, Toronto, Can.; Aaron Greenleaf, 
vice-president, Santa Fe Trails System, New York, N. Y.; R. J. Walsh, 
president, Interstate Transit Lines, Omaha, Neb.; Fred E. Dayes, vice- 
president, The A. C. F. Motors Company, Philadelphia, Pa.; J. V. Doll, 
vice-president, The Texas Company, New York City; Roy A. Hauer, 
vice-president, Mack Trucks, Inc., Long Island City, N. Y.; George M. 
Kryder, Firestone Tire and Rubber Company, Akron, O.; H. E. List- 
man, vice-president, General Motors Truck Company, Pontiac, Mich.; 
Carl W. Stocks, editor, Bus Transportation, New York City; J. F. 
Winchester, manager, general automotive division, Standard Oil Com- 
pany of New Jersey, New York City. 


TEMPORARY MOTOR OPERATION 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC 1827, Sub. 1-TA, 
application of E. W. Wylie, Inc., St. Paul, Minn., has granted 
temporary authority to operate as a contract carrier, an old 
model automobile and cutaway chassis for display purposes, 
not to exceed 20 days from September 10, between St. Paul, 
Minn., and Huron, S. D. Similar authority has been granted 
in MC 29600, Sub. 3-TA, application of Louis Gross and Ques- 
nal Gross, dba Gross Bros., contract carriers, Wisconsin Rap- 
ids, Wis., to carry meats and packing house products, pending 
consideration of their application for permanent authority to 
perform such service, the temporary service not to exceed 180 
days from September 15. 

The two authorizations were issued under an amendment 
to the motor carrier-act made last June. They were made on 
the ground that there was not available any carrier service 
capable of meeting the needs in these instances. 

In MC 2633, Sub. 3-TA, application of William F. Crossett, 
Inc., Warren, Pa., the Commission has denied authority for 
temporary operation as a common carrier by motor; and like- 
wise in MC 42148, Sub. 2-TA, application of Thomas Boyd, 
Philadelphia, Pa. In each instance the Commission said the 
applicant had not furnished sufficient facts that there existed 
an immediate and urgent need for such service as the appli- 
cants desired to perform. 


STATE HIGHWAY FINANCE DATA 


State highway departments expended $551,979,000 for 
highway construction and $227,877,000 for highway mainte- 
nance in 1937, according to state reports to the U. S. Bureau 
of Public Roads. Construction expenditures was $55,000,000 
below the 1936 figure. Of the total state construction and 
maintenance expenditure of $779,856,000, $639,902,000 was on 
primary rural state highways, $67,102,000 on secondary roads 
under state control, and $72,852,000 on urban extensions of 
state systems. 

Total state highway expenditures—including payments on 
account of highway debt, state police, local roads and non- 
highway purposes—amounted to $1,166,706,000. There was a 
small increase in expenditures for non-highway purposes. 

State road taxes and appropriations have all but disap- 
peared as a source of state highway revenue, according to the 
bureau. 

Total state highway income in 1937 was $1,195,625,000. 
Income from state revenue sources was $835,867,000 of which 
$827,589,000 was derived from state imports on motor vehicle 
users. Only about $705,000,000 was for use on state highways 
since 122,500,000 was earmarked for transfer for local roads 
and other uses. The federal government contributed $262,- 
762,000, funds transferred by local units amounted to $22,- 
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152,000, and income from bonds and notes was $65,009,000. In- 
come from minor sources made up the remainder. 

Thirteen and one-half cents out of every dollar of state 
taxes paid by highway users in 1937 was assigned to uses other 
than highways, according to the bureau. This was two and one- 
half cents less than the non-highway use in 1936, it said. High- 
way user revenues distributed by the states amounted to $1,- 
195,132,000. 

These revenues included registration and license fees 
amounting to $410,401,000, gasoline taxes of $768,010,000, and 
special taxes on motor carriers of $16,721,000. 

The revenues were distributed: $705,312,000 for state high- 
way departments—a sum nearly equal to actual expenditures 
on primary state highways and urban extensions—$277,617,000 
for local roads and streets, $8,261,000 for state park and forest 
roads, $42,529,000 for collection and administration, and $161,- 
413,000 for education, relief and other non-highway purposes. 

Highway user taxes have been justified on the grounds 
that they are needed for improvement of roads over which the 
vehicles must travel, according to the bureau. It said there 
was no prospect that sufficient funds to correct all dangerous 
highway conditions could be provided in the immediate future 
and urged that all highway user revenues be devoted to 
highways. 


A. T. A. CONVENTION 
William P. Helm, a Washington newspaper correspondent, 
will be a luncheon speaker at the fifth annual convention of 
the American Trucking Associations, Inc., October 31 to Novem- 
ber 3, at Detroit, Mich. Mr. Helm is to discuss world and 
American conditions in their bearing on business in general and 
the future on the trucking industry in particular. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC C-72, Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. 
T. E. Warr and M. G. McCulley; MC F-459, Puget Sound 
Navigation Co., control, Olympic Peninsula Motor Freight Co., 
Inc.; MC 18226, Joseph A. Block, common carrier application; 
MC 19474, Russell H. Johnston, common carrier application. 


MOTOR ACT SPONSOR DEFEATED 


Representative Sadowski, of Michigan, who as a member 
of the House committee on interstate and foreign commerce, 
took an active part in the framing of motor carrier regulation 
legislation, was defeated for renomination in the Michigan 
primaries. 


ARROW TEMPORARY LEASE 
The Commission, by division 5, in MC F-576, Arrow Carrier 
Corporation, purchase, Lehigh Valley Motor Express Corpora- 
tion, has authorized the Arrow Carrier Corporation to make a 
temporary lease of the operating rights and property of the 
Lehigh company for not exceeding 180 days. 


TRUCK LOADINGS 
One hundred and twenty-nine motor carriers operating in 
32 states reported to the American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
that they transported 524,033 tons of freight in August, an 
increase of 15.9 per cent over the tonnage of the same carriers 
for July when the total was 451,924 tons. The August tonnage 
was 0.84 per cent under that for August last year. Increases 
were reported in shipments of general merchandise and pe- 
troleum products while decreases were reported in shipments 
of automobiles and iron and steel articles. 


TARIFF COMPLIANCE CAMPAIGN 

Commendation of the tariff compliance campaign under- 
taken by the Household Goods Carriers’ Bureau (see Traffic 
World, Sept. 3, p. 443) has been expressed by W. Y. Blanning, 
director of the Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers, in a 
letter to the bureau. Mr. Blanning expressed appreciation of 
the efforts being made to make carriers “tariff conscious” and 
noted with interest the plan proposed for observance by Wash- 
ington (D. C.) carriers. 


c. S. M. F. B. BOARD 


Members of the Central Motor Freight Association, meet- 
ing in Chicago September 21, elected the following to repre- 
sent that organization on the board of directors of the Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau: 


Earl Cannon, Yellow Truck Lines, Madison, Wis.; P. E. Mogen- 
sen, Service Transportation Company, Racine, Wis.; Walter Mullady, 
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Decatur Cartage Company, Chicago; R. J. Olson, Fred Olson and Son 
Motor Service, Chicago; P. M. Greenberg, Werner Transportation 
Company, Chicago; Ben Leventhal, Roosevelt Cartage Company, Chi- 
cago; Joe Welker, Shippers’ Dispatch, Chicago; Barney Cushman, 
Cushman Motor Express, Chicago, and Anthony Sicilia, Bates Motor 
Express, Chicago. 


The board of directors of the Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau, including the newly elected members, will meet at 
the Stevens Hotel, Chicago, October 7, to consider, among 
other things, the matter of joint rail-truck rates, which will be 
brought before it by a number of large operators. 

_ The bureau’s special committee appointed to make revi- 
sions in its tariff rules, in accordance with suggestions of the 
Commission in its decision in Ex Parte MC-21, was scheduled 
to hold a meeting at the Stevens Hotel September 24 to begin 
the formulation of those revised rules. When the proposed 
revision is completed, the committee will submit it to officials 
of the Commission’s motor carrier bureau for approval. Only 
then will the revision be acted on by the bureau’s board. C. L. 
Lawson, chairman of the bureau’s standing rate committee, is 
chairman of the special rules revision committee. 


EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 
MC F-510, Merchants, Inc., purchase, Patrick H. Martin; 
Merchant’s Fast Motor Lines, Inc., lease, Merchants, Inc. Time 
for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to Octo- 
ber 7. 


GRADE CROSSING ACCIDENTS 

Fatalities resulting from highway-railroad grade crossing 
accidents in the first six months of this year totaled 696, a de- 
crease of 162 compared with the corresponding period last year, 
according to the safety section of the Association of American 
Railroads. 

In the first six months of this year, 1,962 persons were 
injured in such accidents, compared with 2,496 in the corre- 
sponding period in 1937. Accidents at highway-railroad grade 
crossings in the six months’ period this year totaled 1,651, a 
decrease of 517 compared with the first six months in the 
preceding year. me 

In the month of June alone, there were 106 fatalities re- 
sulting from highway-railroad grade crossing accidents, an 
increase of two compared with June last year. Persons injured 
totaled 279, compared with 267 one year ago. Highway grade 
crossing accidents in June, this year, totaled 242 compared with 
246 in June, last year. 


FREIGHT TO SOUTH AMERICA 


Fortnightly fast freight sailings between the United States 
and east coast ports of South America will begin September 
29, by a fleet of six cargo ships of the American Republics 
Line to be operated by Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc., accord- 
ing to an announcement by the Maritime Commission. 

Freight service between these ports in the past has been 
handled by 10-knot ships. The six ships of the new American 
Republics Line service have a speed of 16 knots. Names of the 
steamships entering the new service are the Mor-Mac-Sea, 
sailing September 29, the Mor-Mac-Rio, sailing on October 13; 
the Mor-Mac-Sul, sailing October 27; the Mor-Mac-Rey, sail- 
ing November 10; the Mor-Mac-Star, sailing November 24, and 
the Mor-Mac-Mar, sailing on December 8. All are ships of 
from 8,300 to 8,700 gross tons. 

United States ports which will be regularly served by the 
new service, according to a commission statement, are Boston, 
New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, Charleston, Sa- 
vannah, and Jacksonville. Regular ports of call in South 
America will be Rio de Janeiro, Santos, Montevideo, Buenos 
Aires, and the River Plate ports, Victoria, Bahia, Angra dos 
Rios and Pernambuco. 

In addition to this new cargo service, the Maritime Com- 
mission recently announced the inauguration of fortnightly 
delux passenger sailings between New York, Rio, Santos, Mon- 
tevideo, and Buenos Aires, beginning October 8 by the steam- 
ships S. S. Brazil, S. S. Uruguay, and the S. S. Argentina of 
the Good Neighbor Fleet of the American Republics Line. 
Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc., will operate the Good Neighbor 
Fleet as managing agents for the Maritime Commission until 
January 1, when it will take over operation of the fleet under 
charter. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS WESTBOUND 


Requests for suspension of the increased rate of $1.41 a 
100 pounds, effective September 30, on alcoholic liquors from 
New Orleans to Pacific coast ports, have been filed with the 
Maritime Commission by the Schenley Products Co. and the 
Kentucky Liquor Producers’ Traffic Association. 
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WATER CARRIER AGREEMENTS 


The following described action has been taken by the 
Maritime Commission on agreements filed pursuant to the pro- 
visions of section 15 of the shipping act, 1916, as amended: 


Agreements Approved 


4276-2 between Waterman Steamship Corporation and Luckenbach 
Gulf Steamship Company, Inc., modifies agreement 4276, as amended, 
to include Tampa as a port of transhipment. Agreement 4276, as 
amended, provides for the transportation of rum under through bills 
of lading from Puerto Rico to United States Pacific Coast ports, with 
transhipment at New Orleans or Mobile. 

6009-1 between Frank C. Strick & Company, Ltd., Strick Line 
(1923), Ltd., Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., Panama Mail Steam- 
ship Company (Grace Line), American Line Steamship Corporation- 
The Atlantic Transport Company of West Virginia (Panama Pacific 
Line), and Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) 
modifies agreement 6009 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship Company 
(Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate American Line Steamship 
Corporation-The Atlantic Transport Company of West Virginia (Pan- 
ama Pacific Line), and Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), 
as delivering intercoastal carriers. Agreement 6009 provides for the 
transportation of dates under through bills of lading from Basrah, 
Iraq, to Los Angeles Harbor and San Francisco, with transhipment 
at New York. 

6013-1 between American-Hawaiian Steamship Company, Panama 
Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), American Line Steamship Cor- 
poration-The Atlantic Transport Company of West Virginia (Panama 
Pacific Line), Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., Luckenbach Steam- 
ship Company, Inc., Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama 
Pacific Line), and Furness, Withy & Company, Ltd. (Furness Red 
Cross Line), modifies agreement 6013 to include Baltimore Mail Steam- 
ship Company (Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate American Line 
Steamship Corporation-The Atlantic Transport Company of West Vir- 
ginia (Panama Pacific Line and Panama Mail Steamship Company 
(Grace Line) as originating intercoastal carriers. Agreement 6013 
provides for the transportation of canned goods, dried fruit, peas, 
beans, and rice under through bills ,of lading from United States 
Pacific Coast ports to Halifax, N. S., St. Pierre et Miquelon, and St. 
John’s, Newfoundland, with transhipment at New York. 

6066-1 between Yamashita Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha (Yamashita 
Line) and Seatrain Lines, Inc., modifies agreement 6066 to provide 
for a minimum net revenue to Seatrain Lines, Inc. Agreement 6066 
provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading 
from Japan and China, to New Orleans, with transhipment at New 
York. 

6209-1 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., American- 
Hawaiian Steamship Company, McCormick Steamship Company, Luck- 
enbach Steamship Company, Inc., and Baltimore Mail Steamship Com- 
pany (Panama Pacific Line), modifies agreement 6209 to include Balti- 
more Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) as a delivering 
intercoastal carrier. Agreement 6209 provides for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from Hawaiian Islands to United 
States Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at San Francisco or Los 
Angeles Harbor. 

6247-1 between Waterman Steamship Corporation and Lucken- 
bach Gulf Steamship Company, Inc., modifies agreement 6247 to in- 
clude Tampa as a port of transhipment. Agreement 6247 provides for 
the transportation of unmanufactured tobacco from Puerto Rico to 
United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New Orleans 
or Mobile. 

6276 between Waterman Steamship Corporation and Swayne & 
Hoyt, Ltd. (Gulf Pacific Line), provides for the transportation of un- 
manufactured leaf tobacco, in bales, under through bills of lading from 
Puerto Rican ports to United States Pacific Coast ports, with tranship- 
ment at New Orleans or Mobile. 

6281 between Hamburg-Amerikanische Packetfahrt Aktien-Gesell- 
schaft (Hamburg-American Line) and Southern Pacific Company (Mor- 
gan Line) provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills 
of lading from ports in the Philippine Islands to New York with 
transhipment at New Orleans, Galveston, or Houston and to Boston, 
Baltimore, and Norfolk, with transhipment at Galveston or Houston. 

6294 between The New York and Porto Rico Steamship Company 
and Swayne & Hoyt, Ltd. (Gulf Pacific Line) provides for the trans- 
portation of rum under through bills of lading from Puerto Rico to 
United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at United States 
Gulf ports. 

6299 between Waterman Steamship Corporation and Swayne & 
Hoyt, Ltd. (Gulf Pacific Line), provides for the transportation of rum, 
in bottles, in cases, under through bills of lading from Puerto Rican 
ports to United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New 
Orleans or Mobile. 

6302 between Mooremack Gulf Lines, Inc., and Th. Brovig (Yucatan 
Line) provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills 
of lading from Philadelphia to Progreso, Mexico, with transhipment 
at New Orleans. 

6312-1 between Hamburg-Amerikanische Packetfahrt Actien-Gesell- 
schaft (Hamburg-American Line), American-Hawaiian Steamship Com- 
pany, McCormick Steamship Company, Luckenbach Steamship Com- 
pany, Inc., and Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) modifies agreement 6312 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) as a delivering intercoastal carrier. 
Agreement 6312 provides for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from Japan, Korea, Formosa, Siberia, Manchukuo, 
China, Hongkong, Indo-China, and the Philippine Islands to United 


States Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor 
or San Francisco. 
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6316-1 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., American Export 
Lines, Inc., Fern Line (joint service of Fearnley & Eger and A. F. 
Klaveness & Co. A/S), ‘‘Italia’’ Societa Anonima di Navigazione 
(Italian Line), Linea Sud Americana, Inc., American-Hawaiian Steam- 
ship Company, Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., Pacific Coast 
Direct Line, Inc., and Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama 
Pacific Line) modifies agreement 6316 to include Baltimore Mail:Steam- 
ship Company (Panama Pacific Line) as a delivering intercoastal 
carrier. Agreement 6316 provides for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from West Coast of Italy and Sicilian 
ports to United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New 
York. 

6358 between Kokusai Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha and The Bull Steam- 
ship Line provides for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from China and Japan to Charleston, Jacksonville, Fort 
Pierce, Miami, Tampa, St. Petersburg, Pensacola, Lake Charles, Beau- 
mont, and Corpus Christi, with transhipment at Baltimore. 

6361 between Kokusai Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha (Kokusai Line) 
and Southern Pacific Company (Morgan Line), provides for the trans- 
portation of cargo under through bills of lading from ports in Japan 
and China to New Orleans, with transhipment at New York and to 
Galveston and Houston, with transhipment at New York, Boston, Balti- 
more, or Norfolk. 

6393 between Booth Steamship Company, Ltd., and Agwilines, Inc. 
(Clyde-Mallory Lines), provides for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from Brazil North Coast ports, Para to Bahia, 
and Amazon River ports to Charleston, Jacksonville, Miami, Tampa, 
and Galveston, with transhipment at New York. 

6397 between Grace Line, Inc., and Coastwise Line provides for 
the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading between 
ports in Mexico, Guatamala, Salvador, Honduras, Nicaragua, Costa 
Rica, Panama, Canal Zone, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Chile and 
San Francisco, Los Angeles Harbor, San Diego, Portland, Seattle, 
Tacoma, and Astoria, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or 
San Francisco. 

6402 between United States of America-United States Maritime 
Commission (American Pioneer Line), Luckenbach Steamship Company, 
Ine., and Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., provides for the trans- 
portation of cargo under through bills of lading from ports in Arabia 
to United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

6405 between Mississippi Shipping Company, Inc. (Delta Line) 
and Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation (Pan-Atlantic Line) provides 
for the transportation of canned meats under through bills of lading 
from Buenos Aires and Rosario, Argentina; Montevideo, Uruguay; and 
Santos, Brazil, to Tampa, with transhipment at New Orleans. 

6439 between Hamburg-Amerikanische Packetfahrt Actien-Gesell- 
schaft (Hamburg-American Line) and Pan-Atlantic Steamship Cor- 
poration (Pan-Atlantic Line), provides for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from ports in the Philippine Islands to 
New Orleans, Mobile, Panama City, and Tampa, with transhipment 
at Boston, New York, or Philadelphia. 

6474 between Baltimore Insular Line, Inc., Bull Insular Line, Inc., 
and Grace Line, Inc. (Grace Line), provides for the transportation of 
cargo under through bills of lading from Baltimore, Charleston, and 
Jacksonville to La Guaira, Puerto Cabello, Coro, and Maracaibo, 
Venezuela, and to Curacao, Aruba, and Bonaire, Netherlands West 
Indies, with transhipment at San Juan, Puerto Rico. 

6483 between United States of America-United States Maritime 
Commission (American’ Pioneer Line) and Agwilines, Inc. (Clyde- 
Mallory Lines), provides for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from ports in China (including Hongkong), to Charles- 
ton, Jacksonville, Tampa, Miami, and Galveston, with transhipment 
at New York. 

Agreements Cancelled 

637, as amended, between United States Lines Company and 
Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), provided for the 
transportation of cargo under through bills of lading between ports 
in the United Kingdom and Los Angeles Harbor and San Francisco, 
with transhipment at New York. 

840, as amended, between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace 
Line) and Black Diamond Lines, Inc., provided for the transportation 
of dried fruit and canned goods under through bills of lading from 
San Francisco and Los Angeles Harbor to European ports, with 
transhipment at New York. 

841 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
United States of America-United States Maritime Commission (America 
France Line), provided for the transportation of fruit under through 
bills of lading from San Francisco and Los Angeles Harbor to European 
ports, with transhipment at New York. 

842 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Compagnie Generale Transatlantique (French Line), provided for the 
transportation of dried fruit and canned goods under through bills 
of lading from San Francisco and Los Angeles Harbor to European 
ports, with transhipment at New York. 

866 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Hamburg-American Line provided for the transportation of canned 
goods and dried fruit under through bills of lading from San Francisco 
and Los Angeles Harbor to European ports, with transhipment at 
New York. 

923, as amended, between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace 
Line) and North German Lloyd, provided for the transportation of 
canned goods and dried fruit under through bills of lading from San 
Francisco and Los Angeles Harbor to European ports, with tranship- 
ment at New York. 

1139 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
United States of America-United States Maritime Commission (Oriole 
Lines provided for the transportation of cargo under through bills of 
lading from San Francisco and Los Angeles Harbor to European ports, 
with transhipment at New York. : 
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1375, as amended, between Panama Mail Steamship Company 
(Grace Line) and Elder Dempster Lines, Ltd., provided for the trans- 
portation of cargo under through bills of lading from United States 
Pacific Coast ports to ports in the Canary Islands and West Africa, 
with transhipment at New York. 

1376 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
American West African Line, Inc., provided for the transportation of 
cargo under through bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast 
ports to ports in the Canary Islands and West Africa, with transhipment 
at New York. 

1468, as amended, between Elder Demster Lines, Ltd., and Panama 
Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided for the transporta- 
tion of cargo under through bills of lading from West African ports 
to United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

1799 between Pacific-Java-Bengal Line and Panama Mail Steam- 
ship Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation of cargu 
under through bills of lading from ports in the Orient to New York, 
with transhipment at San Francisco or Los Angeles Harbor. 

2136 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
The East Asiatic Company provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from United States Atlantic Coast ports 
to ports in China, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San 
Francisco. 

2180 between Mitsubishi Shoji Kaisha, Ltd., and Panama Mail 
Steamship Company (Grace Line), provided for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading between ports in the Orient 
and United States Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at Seattle 
or San Francisco. 

2198 between Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha and Panama Mail Steamship 
Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading between ports in the Orient and United States 
Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at San Francisco or Los Angeles 
Harbor. 

2235 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Nippon Yusen Kaisha provided for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from United States Atlantic Coast ports to 
China and Japan, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor, San 
Francisco, or Seattle, and to Straits Settlements and India, with 
transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor, San Francisco, or Seattle and 
ports of call of Nippon Yusen Kaisha in China or Japan. 

2236 between Nippon Yusen Kaisha and Panama Mail Steamship 
_ Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from ports in the Orient to United States 
Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at San Francisco, Los Angeles 
Harbor, or Seattle. . 

2237 between Mitsuit Bussan Kaisha, Ltd. (Mitsui & Co., Ltd.), 
and Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), provided for the 
transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from ports in 
the Orient to United States Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment 
at Seattle, San Francisco, or Los Angeles Harbor. 

2246 between Klaveness Line and Panama Mail Steamship Company 
(Grace Line), provided for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from ports in the Orient to United States Atlantic 
Coast ports, with transhipment at San Francisco or Los Angeles Harbor. 

2249 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
American Scantic Line, Inc., provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports 
to European ports, with transhipment at New York. 

2266 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Gdynia-America Line, Inc., provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports 
to European ports, with transhipment at New York. 

2268 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), 
Compagnie Generale de Navigation a Vapeur (Fabre Line), Compania 
Transatlantica Espanola, and Compania Espanola de Navegacion Mari- 
tima provided for the transportation of canned goods, canned fruit, 
and dried fruit under through bills of lading from United States 
Pacific Coast ports to specified Spanish ports, with transhipment at 
New York. 

2370 between American Scantic Line, Inc., and Panama Mail Steam- 
ship Company (Grace Line), provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from Scandinavian and Baltic ports to 
United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

2375 between United Ocean Transport Company, Ltd., and Panama 
Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), provided for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from ports in Japan to United 
States Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at Seattle, San Fran- 
cisco, or Los Angeles Harbor. 

2434 between American-West African Line, Inc., and Panama Mail 
Steamship Company (Grace Line), provided for the transportation of 
cargo under through bills of lading from West African ports to United 
States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

2444 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
N. V. Nederlandsch-Amerikaansche Stoomvaart-Maatschappij (Holland- 
America Line), provided for the transportation of canned goods and 
dried fruit under through bills of lading from United States Pacific 
Coast ports to Amsterdam and Rotterdam, with transhipment at New 
York. 

2458 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), 
Prince Line, Ltd., Deutsche Dampfschifffahrtsgesellschaft ‘‘Hansa,’’ 
Union Castle Mail Steamship Co., Ltd., The Clan Line Steamers, Ltd. 
(Union Clan Line), Ellerman & Bucknall Steamship Co., Ltd., Amer- 
ican-South African Line, Inc., and Houston Line (London), Ltd., pro- 
vided for the transportation of canned goods and dried fruit under 
through bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to South 
and Southeast Africa, with transhipment at New York. 

2647 between American Line Steamship Corporation (Panama Pa- 
cific Line) and Ellerman & Bucknall Steamship Company, Ltd., pro- 
vided for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading 
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from specified United States Pacific Coast ports, to Colombo, Ceylon, 
and Bombay, Calcutta, Karachi, Madras, and Rangoon, India, with 
transhipment at New York. 

2757 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Calmar 
Steamship Corporation provided for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from China, Japan, Siam, and the Philippine 
Islands to United States Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at 
San Francisco or Los Angeles Harbor. 

2802 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Weyer- 
haeuser Steamship Company provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from China, Japan, Siam, French Indo- 
China, and the Philippine Islands to United States Atlantic Coast 
ports, with transhipment at San Francisco or Los Angeles Harbor. 

2974 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Matson Navigation Company and The Oceanic Steamship Company 
provided for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading 
from United States Atlantic Coast ports to Hawaiian Islands, with 
transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

3277 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Sudden 
& Christenson (Arrow Line) provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from China, Japan, Siam, French Indo- 
China, and the Philippine Islands to United States Atlantic Coast 
ports, with transhipment at San Francisco or Los Angeles Harbor. 

3523 between Waterman Steamship Corporation and The Atlantic & 
Caribbean Steam Navigation Company (Red ‘‘D’’ Line), provided for 
the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from United 
States Gulf of Mexico ports to Venzuela and Dutch West Indies ports, 
with transhipment at San Juan, Puerto Rico. 

3524 between The Atlantic & Caribbean Steam Navigation Company 
(Red ‘‘D’’ Line) and Waterman Steamship Corporation, provided for 
the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from Venezuela 
and Dutch West Indies ports to United States Gulf of Mexico ports, 
with transhipment at San Juan, Puerto Rico. 

3647 between Compania Transatlantica (Spanish Transatlantic Line) 
and Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), provided for the 
trnsportation of cargo under through bills of lading from Spanish and 
Portuguese ports to United States Pacific Coast ports, with tranship- 
ment at New York. 

3692 between United States of America-United States Maritime 
Commission (American Republies Line) and Panama Mail Steamship 
Company (Grace Line), provided for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from Para, Brazil, to specified United States 
Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

3786 between Compagnie Maritime Belge S. A. (Belgian Line) 
and Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), provided for the 
transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from Antwerp 
to United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

3797 between United States of America-United States Maritime 
Commission (America France Line) and Panama Mail Steamship Com- 
pany (Grace Line), provided for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from French Atlantic ports to United States 
Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

3854 between A/B Svenska Amerika Linien (Swedish American 
Line), A/B Svenska Amerika Mexiko Linien (Swedish America Mexico 
Line), Rederiaktiebolaget Transatlantic (Transatlantic Steamship Com- 
pany, Ltd.), and Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), pro- 
vided for the transportation of wines and liquors under through bills 
of lading from Gothenburg, Sweden, to United States Pacific Coast 
ports, with transhipment at New York. 


3977 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Prince Line, Ltd., provided for the transportation of frozen fish under 
through bills of lading from specified United States Pacific Coast ports 
to Buenos Aires, Argentina, with transhipment at New York. 

3981 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Edward P. Farley and Morton L. Fearey, trustees of Munson Steam- 
ship Line provided for the transportation of frozen fish under through 
bills of lading from specified United States Pacific Coast ports to 
Buenos Aires, Argentina, with transhipment at New York. 

3983 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
A/B Svenska Amerika Linien (Swedish America Line), A/B Svenka 
America Mexiko Linien (Swedish America Mexico Line), and Rederiak- 
tiebolaget Transatlantic (Transatlantic Steamship Company, Ltd.) pro- 
vided for the transportation of canned goods, dried fruit, dried beans, 
and dried peas under through bills of lading from United States Pacific 
Coast ports to ports in Sweden and Finland, with transhipment at 
New York. 

3998 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Kerr Steamship Company, Inc., provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from United States Atlantic Coast ports 
to ports in the Straits Settlements, with transhipment at Los Angeles 
Harbor or San Francisco. 

3999 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Kerr Steamship Company, Inc., provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from United States Atlantic Coast ports 
to ports in the Dutch East Indies, with transhipment at Los Angeles 
Harbor or San Francisco. 

4065 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Det Forenede Dampskibs Selskab (Scandinavian American Line) pro- 
vided for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading 
from United States Pacific Coast ports to ports in Denmark, Norwav 
Sweden, and Finland, and to Gdynia and Danzig, with transhipment 
at New York. 

4118 between United States Lines Company (American Merchant 
Lines) and Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided for 
the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from London, 
England, to United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at 
New York. 

4212 between United States Lines Company and Panama Mail 
Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation of 
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cargo under through bills of lading from Hamburg and Bremen to 
United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

4213 between United States Lines Company and Panama Mail 
Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation of 
cargo under through bills of lading from ports in France to United 
States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

4356 between Matson Navigation Company, The Oceanic Steamship 
Company, and Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided 
for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from 
ports in the Hawaiian Islands to United States Atlantic Coast ports, 
with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

4442 between Kokusai Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha (Kabusai Line) and 
a Pacific Company (Morgan Line) which has been superseded 

y 6361. 

4506, as amended, between Waterman Steamship Corporation and 

tig = & Hoyt, Ltd. (Gulf Pacific Line) which has been superseded 
y 6299. 

4531 between Hamburg-Amerikanische Packetfahrt Aktien Gesell- 
schaft (Hamburg-American Line), Norddeutscher Lloyd (North German 
Lloyd), and Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided 
for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from 
Hamburg and Bremen to United States Pacific Coast ports, with tran- 
shipment at New York. 

4577 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Seas Shipping Company, Inc. (Robin Line) provided for the transpor- 
tation of canned goods and dried fruit under through bills of lading 
from United States Pacific Coast ports to South and Southeast Africa, 
with transhipment at New York. 

4588 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
N. V. Nederlandsch-Amerikaansche Stoomyaart-Maatschappij (Holland- 
America Line) provided for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to Amsterdam 
and Rotterdam, with transhipment at New York. 

4601 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
United States of America-United Sttaes Maritime Commission (Amer- 
ican Pioneer Line) provided for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to 
Karachi, Bombay, Madras, Colombo, and Calcutta, with transhipment 
at New York. 

4674 between Anchor Line, Ltd., and Panama Mail Steamship Com- 
pany (Grace Line) provided for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from United Kingdom ports to United States 
Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

4675 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Anchor Line, Ltd., provided for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to United 
Kingdom ports, with transhipment at New York. 

4873 between Luckenbach Gulf Steamship Company, Inc., and 
Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company provided for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from United States Guif of 
Mexico ports to Japan, Korea, Formosa, Siberia, Manchuria, China, 
Hongkong, French Indo-China, and the Philippine Islands, with tran- 
shipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

4886 between Seas Shipping Company, Inc. (Robin Line), and 
Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided for the trans- 
portation of cargo under through bills of lading from specified ports 
in the Union of South Africa, Portuguese East Africa, Tanganyika Ter- 
ritory, and Kenya Colony to United States Pacific Coast ports, with 
transhipment at New York. 

4982 between American Mail Line, Ltd., and Panama Mail Steam- 
ship Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation of silk 
under through bills of lading from Japan, Korea, Formosa, Manchuria, 
China, Hongkong, and Indo-China to United States Atlantic Coast Ports, 
with transhipment at New York. 

4983 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Edward P. Farley and Morton L. Fearey, trustees of Munson Steam- 
ship Line, provided for the transportation of cargo, except frozen 
fish, under through bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast 
ports to Buenos Aires, Argentina, with transhipment at New York. 

5143 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Pacific- 
Atlantic Steamship Company (Quaker Line) provided for the transpor- 
tation of cargo under through bills of lading from China, Japan, the 
Philippine Islands, and French Indo-China to United States Atlantic 
Coast ports, with transhipment at Portland, Seattle, Tacoma, Los An- 
geles Harbor, or San Francisco. 

5145 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and States 
Steamship Company (California-Eastern Line) provided for the trans- 
portation of cargo under through bills of lading from China, Japan, 
the Philippine Islands, and French Indo-China to United States Atlantic 
Coast ports, with transhipment at Portland, Seattle, Tacoma, Los An- 
geles Harbor, or San Francisco. 

5151 between Nippon Yusen Kaisha and Panama Mail Steamship 
Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation of silk under 
through bills of lading from Japan, Korea, Formosa, Manchuria, China, 
Hongkong, and Indo-China to United States Atlantic Coast ports, with 
transhipment at Seattle and San Francisco. 

5153 between American Line Steamship Corporation—The Atlantic 
Transport Company of West Virginia (Panama Pacific Line) and Oceanic 
& Oriental Navigation Company provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from United States Atlantic Coast ports 
to Japan, Korea, Siberia, Manchuria, China, Hongkong, French Indo- 
China, and the Philippine Islands, with transhipment at Los Angeles 
Harbor or San Francisco. 

5172 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Cunard White Star Limited provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports 
to United Kingdom ports, with transhipment at New York. 

5173 between Cunard White Star Limited and Panama Mail Steam- 
ship Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from United Kingdom ports to United 
States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 
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5189 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company provided for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from United States Atlantic 
Coast ports to Japan, Korea, Formosa, Siberia, Manchuria, China, 
Hongkong, French Indo-China, and the Philippine Islands, with tran- 
shipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

5208 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Panama 
Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from China, Japan, the Philip- 
pine Islands, and French Indo-China to United States Atlantic Coast 
ports, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

5215 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Mc- 
Cormick Steamship Company provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from China, Japan, the Philippine Islands, 
and French Indo-China to United States Atlantic Coast ports, with 
transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

5221 between Arnold Bernstein Schiffahrtsgesellschaft m. b. H., 
Red Star Linie G. m. b. H., and Panama Mail Steamship Company 
(Grace Line) provided for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from Antwerp to United States Pacific Coast ports, with 
transhipment at New York. 

5222 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line), Red 
Star Linie G. m. b. H., and Arnold Bernstein Schiffahrtsgesellschaft 
m. b. H. provided for the transportation of cargo under through bills 
of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to Antwerp, with 
transhipment at New York. 

5223 between Canadian Pacific Steamships, Ltd., Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company (British Columbia Coast Steamship Service), and 
Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided for the trans- 
portation of silk under through bills of lading from Japan, Korea, 
Formosa, Manchuria, China, Hongkong, Indo-China, and the Philip- 
pine Islands to United States Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment 
at Vancouver, B. C., Seattle, and San Francisco or Los Angeles Harbor. 

5235 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Amer- 
ican Line Steamship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Company of 
West Virginia (Panama Pacific Line) provided for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from China, Japan, the Philip- 
pine Islands, and French Indo-China to United States Atlantic Coast 
ports, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

5249 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Dollar 
Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from China, Japan, the Philippine 
Islands, and French Indo-China to United States Atlantic Coast ports, 
with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

5301 between Nederlandsch-Amerkaansche Stoomvaart-Maatschappij 
(Holland-America Line) and Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace 
Line) provided for the transportation of cargo under through bills of 
lading from Rotterdam to United States Pacific Coast ports, with 
transhipment at New York. 

5416 between States Steamship Company and Panama Mail Steam- 
ship Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from China, Japan, the Philippine Is- 
lands, and French Indo-China to United States Atlantic Coast ports, 
with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

5451 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., provided for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from United States Atlantic 
Coast ports to Japan, Korea, Formosa, Siberia, Manchuria, China, 
Hongkong, French Indo-China, and the Philippine Islands, with tran- 
shipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

5455 between Kokusai Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha and The Bull Steam- 
ship Line which has been superseded by 6358. 


5460 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., and Panama 
Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from China, Japan, the Philip- 
pine Islands, and French Indo-China to United States Atlantic Coast 
ports, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 


5627 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Lucken- 
bach Gulf Steamship Company, Inc., provided for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from Japan, Korea, Siberia, 
Formosa, Manchukuo, Dairen, Kwantung, China, Hongkong, French 
Indo-China, Siam, and the Philippine Islands to United States Gulf 
of Mexico ports, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor, San Fran- 
cisco, Portland, or Seattle. 


5628 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Luck- 
enbach Steamship Company, Inc., provided for the transportation of 
cargo under through bills of lading from Japan, Korea, Siberia, For- 
mosa, Manchukuo, Dairen, Kwantung, China, Hongkong, French Indo- 
China, Siam, and the Philippine Islands to United States Atlantic Coast 
ports, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor, San Francisco, Port- 
land, or Seattle. 

5632 between Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Company and Amer- 
ican-Hawaiian Steamship Company provided for the transportation of 
cargo under through bills of lading from Japan, Korea, Siberia, For- 
mosa, Manchukuo, Dairen, Kwantung, China, Hongkong, French Indo- 
China, Siam, the Philippine Islands to United States Atlantic Coast 
ports, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor, San Francisco, Port- 
land, or Seattle. 

5814 between The Ocean Steam Ship Company, Ltd., The China 
Mutual Steam Navigation Company, Ltd. (Blue Funnel Line), and 
Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) provided for the trans- 
portation of silk under through bills of lading from Japan, Korea, 


Formosa, Manchuria, China, Hongkong, and Indo-China to United 
States Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at Seattle and San 
Francisco. 


5923 between American-Hawaiian Steamship Company and The 
Atlantic & Caribbean Steam Navigation Company (Red ‘‘D’’ Line) pro- 
vided for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from 
United States Pacific Coast ports to specified ports in Venezuela and 
the Dutch West Indies, with transhipment at San Juan, Puerto Rico. 








PAGE 604 


MERCHANT MARINE REBUILDING 


Admiral Land, chairman of the Maritime Commission, re- 
viewing, by radio, the genesis, aim and progress of the pro- 
gram for rehabilitating the country’s merchant marine, observed 
that the beginnings of the new fleet were off the drawing 
boards and were moving on the ship ways; that the commis- 
sion had placed orders for thirty-seven new ships, including 
a fleet of fast modern tankers; that shipyards had been invited 
to bid on a group of new type of cargo vessel designed by 
commission architects and engineers; and that these things 
were being done on a loan and operating subsidy basis. 

Saying that the loan and subsidy system was not peculiar 
to the United States, Admiral Land said this country had 
discarded subterfuge in the operation of its subsidy plan, and 
the books were being kept so that taxpayers could get a com- 
plete picture of where their money went in shipping and how 
much was being spent. 

“Subsidies,” he said, “have been brought out from under 
the table. There is no card up the Commission’s sleeve.” 

Thus far, the chairman said, the Commission had granted 
long-term subsidies to eight companies for a total of slightly 
more than $9,000,000, the subsidies being on ships in the for- 
eign trade, amounting, inbound and outbound to something 
more than six and a half billions last year, to equalize costs 
as between the American ships and foreign flag vessels. The 
eight companies are operating 113 ships. Nine other companies, 
on a temporary subsidy basis, he said, were operating 89 ships 
and negotiating for long term subsidies. 

According to the chairman the commission hoped that its 
subsidies for new construction would be the actual minimum 
to equalize costs here and abroad. It was working out its 
operating subsidies, he added, on what his hearers might call, 
as some were, on the same “parsimonious” basis. 

The construction program, the admiral told his hearers, 
called for the construction of fifty ships a year for the next 
ten years to replace the fleet, all built at practically the same 
time, in the war and immediately after the war period and 
therefore, all headed for the scrap heap at the same time and 
near it, when the merchant marine matter was taken up, 
resulting in enactment of merchant marine legislation in 1935. 
And under it the country, according to Chairman Land, is 
building a competitive fleet to take the place of the old fleet, 
which, in the last ten years, he said, had sunk lower and lower 
in quality and performance. Today he said the United States 
stood fourth in tonnage, sixth in speed, and, with the excep- 
tion of Italy, had the oldest ships of eight major nations. 

Experience with the mail subsidy, Chairman Land indi- 
cated, created the condition that prevailed when the present 
legislation was enacted, a condition in which millions had been 
poured into shipping lines, the money supposed to be spent to 
build new ships. Not all those millions, he said, were used for 
that purpose, the fleet continuing to deteriorate so that when 
the pockets of operators were turned inside out, seventeen of 
them combined, had only about $12,300,000 in cash. He added 
that it cost more than that.sum to build a single liner such 
as that for which the keel was paid at Newport News last 
month at the direction of the commission. That, he said, 
would be the largest ship ever built in American yards. 





BIDS FOR SHIPS 

The Maritime Commission has announced acceptance of 
the bid of the Thompson Salmon Co. of Astoria, Ore., for the 
steamship, Pacific Spruce at $55,000 and the Donegan Lumber 
Co.’s (New Orleans) bid for the hull of the ship Lake Fairlie 
at $3,800. All bids on the ship Pacific Redwood were rejected. 

The commission has issued invitations for bids on three 
combination cargo passenger ships for the Mississippi Shipping 
Co. service to the east coast of South America. Specifications 
call for a ship 490 feet long with a 65-foot beam and a speed 
of 16% knots. Each will have accommodations for 63 pas- 
sengers. Bids will be opened at the offices of the Maritime 
Commission at noon on November 1. 


RATES TO PUERTO RICO 


The Maritime Commission, in No. 500, Puerto Rican rates, 
has suspended from September 21 to January 21, proposed 
rates, rules and regulations between United States and Gulf 
ports, on the one hand, and Puerto Rican ports, on the other, 
and the elimination of certain Puerto Rican ports with respect 
to Gulf traffic, published in Agent T. J. Lennon’s tariffs U. S. 
M. C. Nos. 1 and 2. 

Hearing in this case will be held October 11, at San Juan, 
Puerto Rico, before Examiner John A. Russell. 

The tariffs were filed for the purpose of complying with 
the recent amendment to the intercoastal shipping act, 1933, 
which required carriers on and after September 21, to file 
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their actual rates. Section 18 of the shipping act, 1916, which 
governs until September 21 required the filing of “maximum 
rates” only. The suspended rates generally are the same as 
or lower than the maximum rates now on file and on a num- 
ber of commodities are approximately 10 per cent higher than 
the rates which now are charged, according to the commis- 
sion’s suspension notice. 


SHIP LAWS CONFERENCE 

A suggestion has been made by Reginald L. McAll, secre- 
tary of the National Group of Seamen’s Agencies, in a letter 
to George H. Davis, president of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the United States, that a conference be held with a view 
to obtaining a codification and modernization of laws on ship- 
ping, for passage by Congress. Receipt of the letter has been 
acknowledged by Mr. Davis, but, according to information at 
the Chamber of Commerce, the matter has not been brought 
to the attention of that body. 

According to Mr. McAll’s letter, ship operation at pres- 
ent suffers from one handicap that does not receive much 
attention—the antiquated and conflicting laws governing navi- 
gation, some dating back to 1803 and 1811. Mr. McAll was 
speaking about ship’s personnel. 

Mr. McAll asked, if when the time was ripe, there might 
not be called a merchant marine convention representing the 
entire industry, in consultation with the federal authorities 
concerned to codify and modernize the existing laws, and 
recommend such codification for passage by Congress. Mr. 
McAll wrote the letter in view of the holding of the recent 
transportation conference. The details of such a plan, he said, 
obviously did not fall within the scope of the transportation 
conference, but he suggested to Mr. Davis that the latter well 
could endorse this move to provide modern rules for modern 
merchant shipping. 


SUGAR RATE SUSPENSION 

The Maritime Commission, in No. 499, eastbound inter- 
coastal-Gulf sugar rate, has suspended from September 20 
until January 20, a proposed reduced rate of 22% cents a 
hundred pounds on sugar in packages, minimum lots of 500 
tons, from Pacific coast to Gulf ports, published in Item No. 
1290, eleventh and twelfth amended pages 71-A of Agent J. P. 
Williams’ Tariff S. B.-I. No. 3. (See Traffic World, Sept. 17.) 

The commission said the suspension left in effect a rate 
of 30 cents a hundred pounds, minimum 50 tons, published to 
expire October 31, after which date a rate of 35 cents, same 
minimum, would apply. 

The proceeding has been assigned for hearing September 
30 at New Orleans before Examiner Robert M. Furniss, of the 
division of regulation of the commission. A proposed report 
will not be issued. 

The hearing will be held at the St. Charles Hotel. 


SUBSIDY FOR PACIFIC LINE 


The Maritime Commission has informed representatives of 
the Pacific-Argentine-Brazil Line that it will approve a long- 
term operating subsidy contract for the line that probably will 
provide for a total subsidy of $3,600,000 for a twelve-year 
period. The company, under the proposed terms, will agree 
to construct immediately two cargo vessels and two additional 
ships may be built by the commission for charter to the com- 
pany. The line operates between Pacific coast ports and 
Uruguay, Brazil, and Argentina. 


McADOO AND M. C. APPOINTMENT 


President Roosevelt said at his press conference September 
20 that he had not offered Senator McAdoo, of California, an 
appointment to any federal position. Recently there were re- 
ports the California Senator, defeated for renomination in the 
primaries, might be considered for appointment to the Mari- 
time Commission. The President said he did not know that 
the term of Commissioner Truitt, of the Maritime Commission, 
would expire shortly. 


JAPANESE BEETLE CONTROL ENDS 


Restrictions on the movement of fruits and vegetables un- 
der the Japanese beetle quarantine regulations were removed 
for the season at midnight, September 19, the Secretary of 
Agriculture has announced. Restrictions on cut flowers, how- 
ever, remain in force through October 15. 

Under quarantine regulations, certificates showing freedom 
from Japanese beetle are required until October 16 on inter- 
state shipments of certain kinds of fruits and vegetables from 
the entire regulated area and on interstate shipments of fruits 
and vegetables of any kind via refrigerator car or motortruck 
from certain sections of the regulated area. The order releases 
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the fruits and vegetables from that requirement nearly four 
weeks earlier than is provided in the regulations. Continuing, 
the department said: 


Inspection of fruits and vegetables is necessary only during the 
period when adult beetles are in active flight. There is no risk that 
such products will carry the Japanese beetle after this active period, 
which is now apparently over throughout the regulated area. During 
the last few days the Department’s inspectors have found no beetles 
in fruits and vegetables. 

There is still danger, however, that the adult beetles may be trans- 
ported in cut flowers. Therefore, the restrictions on the interstate 
movement of cut flowers and other parts of plants will remain in full 
force and effect through October 15. 

Restrictions on the movement of nursery, ornamental, and green- 
house stock and all other plants (except cut flowers, aquatic plants, 
and portions of plants without roots and free from soil) are in force 
throughout the year and are not affected by this amendment. 


FREE TIME AND STRIKES 


Maritime Commission officials said this week the commis- 
sion could take no action to give immediate relief with respect 
to requests for extension of free pier storage time because of 
the strike of truckers in New York City. It was suggested 
that the steamship companies might take the initiative in ex- 
tending the period of free time allowed for unloading. The 
strike resulted in shipments remaining on the piers beyond the 
free time usually allowed. 


M. C. HEARING CANCELED 
The Maritime Commission has canceled the hearing in No. 
496, eastbound intercoastal rates on insulating pressed wood 
board, heretofore scheduled for September 22 in the Chamber 


of Commerce building, Portland, Ore., before Examiner R. M. 
Furniss. 


ISTHMIAN SUBSIDY HEARING 


The Maritime Commission has set for hearing, September 
30, in Washington, an application of the Isthmian Steamship 
Co. for an operating-differential subsidy contract covering 
services between north Atlantic ports of the United States via 
California ports to China, Philippine Islands, Netherlands, East 
Indies, Straits Settlements, and returning therefrom to north 
Atlantic ports via Suez Canal, with permission to load at Co- 
lombo, Ceylon, and Red Sea ports, and to carry westbound 
intercoastal cargo. 

The commission said it appeared that the proposed route 
was somewhat broader than that now served by the applicant 
and that the range already was covered by a citizen of the 
United States operating ships of United States registry. The 
commission’s order was also served on the Dollar Steamship 
Line. 





Doings of the Traffic Clubs 





The Transportation Club of Des Moines, at a meeting at 
the Hotel Savery September 19, elected the following officers: 
President, A. R. Crouch, traffic manager, Pittsburgh-Des Moines 
Steel Company; vice-president, L. E. Anderson, general agent, 
Ft. Dodge, Des Moines and Southern; secretary-treasurer, H. 
C. Shirer, chief clerk, Chicago Great Western; members of the 
board of directors, H. W. Anderson, traffic agent, Minneapolis 
and St. Louis; George Frey, traveling freight and passenger 
agent, Des Moines and Central Iowa Railroad; C. V. Ruden, 
traveling freight agent, Pennsylvania Railroad; J. J. Lynch, 
Iowa state commissioner, and H. M. Tehan, assistant traffic 
manager, Iowa Packing Company. 





William E. Stone, state senator-elect, Galveston, Texas, 
was the speaker at a luncheon meeting of the Traffic and For- 
eign Trade Club of Galveston at the Jean Lafitte Hotel Sep- 
tember 16. E. C. Poplar and J. B. Leyendecker were in charge 
of arrangements. 





The Metropolitan Traffic Association of New York will 
elect officers at a meeting to be held at the Hotel Imperial 
October 13. The club’s nominating committee has submitted 
the following slate of officers: For president, Albert Warn, 
Detroit and Cleveland Navigation Company; first vice-presi- 
dent, Charles H. Beard, Union Carbide Company; second vice- 
president, E. J. Vohs, Great Lakes Transit Corporation; sec- 
retary, Kenneth Sprague, Nestles Milk Products Company; 
financial secretary, Charles Lozier, Davidson Storage and 
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Transfer Company; treasurer, Vincent Golden, Union Bag and 
Paper Company; members of the board of directors, Walter 
B. Kearns, American Manufacturing Company; R. S. Kaskel, 
Illinois Central; Murray Spang, Lehigh Valley Railroad; Ar- 
thur Huggard, Norfolk and Western. More than 600 members 
and their friends participated in the club’s outing aboard the 
Central of New Jersey’s Steamship Sandy Hook September 8. 





; The Traffic Club of Racine, Wis., held its annual golf out- 
ing at the Meadowbrook Country Club September 15. The 
club is planning a Thanksgiving party for November 22. 





The Oakland Traffic Club held a railroad night meeting 
at the Athens Athletic Club September 20. Walter Mails, pub- 
licity director, San Francisco Seals Pacific Coast League Base- 
ball team, spoke on “Baseball, a Peculiar Game.” Art Cahn, 
sports editor, Oakland Tribune, and Al Santora, sports editor, 
Post Enquirer, also spoke. There was a program of entertain- 
ment. The club’s discussion group will meet at the Athens 
Athletic Club September 27. 





Isabel M. Bolton was elected president of the Women’s 
Traffic Club of Greater New York at a meeting held at the 
George Washington Hotel September 
13. She is employed in the office of 
G. C. Manning, assistant vice-president, 
traffic department, Erie Railroad. She 
was born and educated in Patterson, 
N. J. She has served the club as vice- 
chairman of its membership committee, 
vice-chairman of its speakers’ commit- 
tee, and as delegate to the Indianapolis 
and St. Louis meetings of the Asso- 
ciated Traffic Clubs of America. Those 
elected to serve with her include: First 
vice-president, Nettie Day, Day Truck- 
ing Company; second vice-president, 
Bertha Schnipper, Cooney, Eckstein 
and Company; secretary, Anne C. Nen- 
inger, Isthmian Steamship Company; 
treasurer, Judith C. Schmidt, Pacific 
Mills; members of the board of direc- 
tors, Nell Mahoney, Freeport Sulphur Company; Ann W. Wei- 
mann, Texas Gulf Sulphur Company, and Emma L. Hiby, 
Toledo, Peoria and Western. Ann M. Kenny, retiring presi- 
dent, presided at the meeting. 





Speaking at a luncheon meeting of the traffic Club of New 
York at the Hotel Biltmore September 21, H. W. Siddall, chair- 
man, Transcontinental Passenger Association, Chicago, said 
that in the future the passenger business would be the “bread 
and butter” business of the railroads. In spite of economic 
conditions, he said, most liines have managed to maintain their 
passenger business at fair levels in 1938 as compared with 
1937. Some of them have even shown increases, he said. This 
was due to a number of factors, he pointed out. The develop- 
ment of new passenger equipment and faster passenger sched- 
ules have awakened a new interest in rail travel on the part of 
the young people of the country, and to adjustments in passenger 
fares have helped, he said. W. L. Landman, general passenger 
traffic manager, New York Central, presided at the luncheon. 





Clarence A. Lamb, principal, Belmont Evening High School, 
will speak on “ The Foundation of Democracy” at a luncheon 
meeting of the Los Angeles Transportation Club at the Pacific 
Electric Building September 26. The club’s annual meeting 
and election of officers will take place October 10. The club 
acted as host to visiting transportation men delegates to the 
convention of the American Legion, at the club rooms, the week 
of September 19. 





The Kanawha Valley Transportation Club held a golf out- 
ing at the Kanawha Country Club September 15. There were 
115 members and guests present at the dinner held in the 
evening. Tom Arnold, Missouri Pacific, Cincinnati, O., re- 
ceived an award for turning in the most “honest” golf score. 





The Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club of New 
Orleans elected the following officers at its annual meeting 
September 13: President, Florence Hopkins, Rausch Naval 
Stores; first vice-president, Winifred Talley, Texas Transport 
and Terminal Company; second vice-president, Florence Hecker, 
Celotex Corporation; recording secretary, Mary E. Magill, 
W. L. Richeson and Sons; corresponding secretary, Ruth 
Nutter, Chicago, Indianapolis and Louisville; financial secre- 
tary, Loretta Anseman, Simmons Company; treasurer, Gladys 
Byxbe, Gulf, Mobile and Northern; parliamentarian, Adeline 
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McHugh, Illinois Central; members of the executive board, 
Evelyn M. Burt, Weil Brothers Agency; Eleanor Clark, United 
Fruit Company; Rose Bannon, Rock Island Lines; Billie Wil- 
helm, Roosevelt Travel Service; Martha Huff, Lykes Brothers- 
Ripley Steamship Lines. 





The Traffic Club of Chicago has had prepared and is dis- 
tributing among its members and friends an elaborate brochure 
containing photographs of the club’s quarters in the Palmer 
House and of its executive personnel. The public affairs com- 
mittee of the club has arranged an inspection trip of the plant 
of the Electromotive Corporation, LaGrange, Ill., and the hump 
yard at Clearing for September 29. The party will travel on a 
special train. Luncheon will be served on the train. 

The Traffic Club of Memphis will hold a stag luncheon at 
the Hotel Gayoso September 26. There will be a program 
of entertainment under the guidance of Irvine Geiger, chair- 
man of the club’s entertainment committee. 

The Traffic Study Club of Akron will hold a clam bake 
the afternoon and evening of October 1 at Liedertafel Park. 
There will be a shipper-carrier baseball game and other sports 
and games. A. R. Kress is chairman of the club’s entertain- 
ment committee in charge of the affair. 

Officials of the Roberts-Johnson and Rand branch of the 
International Shoe Company will be guests of the Traffic Club 
of St. Louis at an industrial day luncheon September 26. Mr. 
Osterkamp will speak on “The Romance of Leather.” More 
than 400 attended the Frisco day luncheon September 19 with 
which the club opened its program of fall activities. 





Members of the Traffic Club of Minneapolis will attend a 
farewell luncheon at the club rooms in the Hotel Nicollet, 
September 26, in honor of W. B. Robbins, general agent, Nickel 
Plate Road, who will retire from active service October 1. The 
affair is being arranged by the club’s division of off-line traffic 
representatives of which J. O. Shortall is president and R. A. 
O’Leary secretary. 

Paul Shoup, president, Southern Californians, Inc., will be 
the speaker at a railroad night meeting of the Pacific Traffic 
Association of San Francisco at the Commercial Club October 
20. Members of the club’s Tuesday traffic forum had lunch 
at the Lotus Bowl and made a tour of Chinatown September 
20. H. G. Adam, president of the club, has been chosen to 
represent the club as delegate at the Cleveland meeting of 
the Associated Traffic Clubs of America. 

Charles S. Belsterling, vice-president, United States Steel 
Corporation, will be the speaker at an industrial night dinner 
dance of the Birmingham Traffic and Transportation Club at 
the Tutwiler Hotel October 11. 

The annual dinner of the Green Bay, Wis., Traffic Club 
will be held at the Northland Hotel December 6. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing in MC 19306, assigned for September 17, at Providence, 
R. I., was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 30704 and MC 54449, assigned for September 21, at 
Charlotte, N. C., was postponed to September 26, at the U. S. Court, 
Charlotte, N. C., before Examiner McCaslin. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-441, assigned for September 23, at Atlanta, 
Ga., was cancelled. 

Hearing in I. & S. 4525, assigned for September 22, at Washington, 
D. C., was cancelled and reassigned for November 15, at Washington, 
D. C., before Examiner Archer. 

Hearing in MC 89114, assigned for September 22, at Williamsport, 
Pa., was postponed to September 23. 

Hearing in MC 63164, assigned for September 23, at Oklahoma 
City, Okla., was cancelled. 





Digest of New Complaints 





No. 28109, Jantsen Knitting Mills, Portland, Ore., vs. Boston & Albany 
et al. 
Rates, wool tops, carloads and less than carloads, various ship- 
ping points in the eastern states, including Barre Plains, Mass., 
to Portland, Ore., between November 6, 1936, and February 28, 
1937, in violation of sections 1, 2 and 3, the undue preference 
alleged being for competitors shipping woolen goods and yarns. 
Asks cease and desist order and reparation. (William B. Adams, 
515 Pacific Bldg., Portland, Ore.) 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 

nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 
lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Trafic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Tariff Interpretation—Pick-Up and Delivery—Application to 
Any-Quantity Rate 


Kentucky.—Question: Will you please give us an answer 
to the following: 

There is a specific point to point commodity rate of 56c per 
hundred on condiments, any-quantity, from Louisville, Ky., to 
Memphis, Tenn. 

Agent R. L. Weck’s MF-I. C. C. 45 permits allowance of 
Sc per hundred and following is quoted as to allowing 5c to 
the shipper and 5c to the consignee. 


Allowance under this rule will be made only when consignor or 
consignee has given the carrier advance notice of his intent to pick-up 
or delivery such shipments, and only when the less than truck load 
rate is applied to such shipment. 


Please advise if there has been any ruling or what your 
interpretation might be as to the allowing shipper and con- 
signee 5c per hundred pounds each on this 56c rating, under- 
standing that the pick-up tariff refers to “L. T. L. rate” and 
the specific commodity rate applies “any quantity.” Would 
you consider an any-quantity rating in the category of an 
L. T. L. classification ? 

Considerable controversy has arisen as to this and we 
would appreciate your interpretation. 

Answer: We are unable to locate any decision of the Com- 
mission in which this question has been before the Commission, 
but in view of the statements of the Commission in Carolina 
Bagging Co. vs. Norfolk & Western Ry. Co., 198 I. C. C. 673, 
675-6; Baker Produce Co. vs. Pennsylvania Railroad Co., 197 
I. C. C. 608, and Fairfax Mills vs. Atlanta & W. P. R. Co., 195 
I. C. C. 770, 771, we are inclined to the opinion that allowances 
may not be made to shipments moving on any-quantity rates. 

In the case first cited the Commission stated that it is well 
settled that when a carrier, instead of providing a carload and 
less-than-carload rate, provides only an any-quantity rate for 
both kinds of traffic, the presumption is that an any-quantity 
rate is higher than a carload rate should be and lower than 
a less-than-carload rate would be if both rates were on the 
proper basis, citing Container Service, 173 I. C. C. 377, 446. 

In the second case cited above, the Commission held that 
an unloading charge on carload traffic is not applicable to a 
shipment moving on an any-quantity rate, and in the other 
case, that an any-quantity rate is not a carload rate within the 
provisions of Section 2 of Rule 10. 

While the Commission stated in Western Shade Cloth Co. 
vs. Columbia, L. & N. R. Co., 176 I. C. C. 485, 489, 490, that 
an any-quantity rate is used almost exclusively for transport- 
ing less-than carload shipments, nevertheless it appears that 
an any-quantity rate is neither a carload nor a less-than-carload 
rate. 

Delivery by Carrier—What Constitutes 


Illinois —Question: We shipped and consigned to ourselves 
a carload of merchandise from a point in Wisconsin to a point 
in Illinois where we are a listed industry. When loading was 
completed at point of shipment, seals were applied by our 
own employes. 

The car arrived at point of destination on a Sunday, on 
which day the carrier proceded with placement for unloading, 
having full knowledge of the fact that no operations are per- 
formed on Sundays. 

It is alleged by the carrier that the car arrived in their 
Chicago yard with seals applied at point of shipment. Several 
hours after placement of the car, it was discovered the seal on 
the west side door was broken and in handling the car the 
following day it was discovered that it had been pilfered. 
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Will you please advise what constitutes carrier’s delivery 
in a case of this kind? Would their liability cease on place- 
ment of car, and are they obligated to police the cars during 
the night and especially on Sundays and legal holidays when 
they elect placement on such dates, as a matter of their con- 
venience, for consignee’s unloading? Would the carrier be 
liable for pilferage from car which might have taken place on 
consignee’s siding between placement and unloading by the 
consignee ? 

Answer: In so far as deliveries on public team tracks are 
concerned, the Supreme Court of the United States has held in 
Michigan Central R. R. Co. vs. Mark Owens, 256 U. S. 427, 
41 S. Ct. 554, that until all of the goods had been taken from 
the car the liability of the carrier as a common carrier con- 
tinues for the 48-hour period of free time, after which time 
its liability is that of a warehouseman and as such it is liable 
only for negligence, the burden to prove which is upon the 
owner of the goods. 

As to deliveries on private side tracks, there has been no 
decision of the Supreme Court which definitely determines the 
liability of the carrier. 

The decisions of the courts of the several states as to such 
deliveries are not uniform. In the following cases the question 
of the carrier’s liability for goods placed on a shipper’s private 
siding was in issue; Missouri Pac. R. Co. vs. Wichita Grocery 
Co. (Kan.), 40 Pac. 899; Jolly vs. A. T. & S. F. R. Co. (Cailif.), 
131 Pac. 1057; Arkansas Midland R. Co. vs. Premier Cotton 
Mills (Ark.), 158 S. W. 159; Bianchi & Sons vs. M. & W. R. 
Co. (Vt.), 104 Atl. 144; Weyl vs. Southern Pac. 156 Ill. App. 
193; Kingman St. Louis Implement Co. vs. Southern Ry. Co., 
112 S. W. 721; Lewis vs. N. Y. O. & W. Ry. Co., 104 N. E. 
= 210 N. Y. 429; Manglesdorf Seed Co. vs. Mo. Pac. 280 Pac. 
896. 

In the first case above cited it was held that two cars 
which were placed on a consignee’s siding on Saturday, but 
which were burned before business on the following Monday, 
had not been delivered, and that the carrier was liable for 
the loss. In Bianchi & Sons vs. M. & W. R. Co., 104 Atl. 144, 
it was held that a car delivered on a private switch, without 
notice to the consignee, and without surrender of a straight bill 
of lading, had been properly delivered, and the carrier was not 
liable for loss of goods therefrom. It was held that the mere 
placing of the car upon the consignee’s sidetrack constituted 
delivery by the carrier and acceptance by the consignee. To 
the same effect is Lewis vs. N. Y. O. & W. Ry. Co., 104 N. E. 
944. 

In Ward vs. Pere Marquette (Mich.), 204 N. W. 120, it 
was held that where a carrier, pursuant to customer, placed 
a car of lumber on a private siding owned and exclusively used 
by purchaser, thus relinquishing dominion over the shipment 
and placing it in possession and exclusive control of the pur- 
chaser, it constituted complete delivery, and where it was 
made without bill of lading being surrendered it constituted a 
conversion. 

In Jenckes Spinning Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. Co., 126 
Atl. 753, it was held that a condition in the bill of lading 
exempting a carrier from liability for losses from cars on 
private sidings did not relieve a carrier from liability for par- 
tial loss of cotton shipment where the siding involved, though 
built for the convenience of a particular plant, was not strictly 
rivate. 

In Wey] vs. Southern Pacific, 156 Ill. App. 493, it was held 
that a complete delivery of merchandise by the carrier to the 
consignee, terminating the former’s liability takes place if the 
car containing the merchandise is placed by the carrier upon 
the usual and customary place where the consignee received 
consignments of freight in cars and notice of delivery by the 
carrier to the consignee is not essential, nor does the closing 
of the place of business of the consignee operate to continue 
the liability of the carrier for delivery made in accordance with 
instructions given. 

In the Manglesdorf Seed Company case there is a state- 
ment of the law and citations of cases respecting deliveries 
on sidetracks which are owned by the carrier but serve a 
particular industry. 

The decisions of the courts of the state in which suit is 
brought, as well as the nature of the sidetrack which serves 
the warehouse, should be given consideration in the event it 
is determined to bring suit. 


Demurrage—Average Agreement 


Illinois.—Question: We have observed your answer in the Sep- 
tember 3rd issue of the Traffic World to the question contained 
in our letter of August 11th, regarding the withholding by the 
Chicago Junction Railway of a certain car from our demurrage 
average agreement, owing to the fact that it was consigned 
order notify. 

That you should corroborate the position of the Chicago 
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Junction Railway seems so strange to us. There is either a 
great deal that we fail to understand or we did not give you 
all the information in our letter of the 11th. 

In the first place, what ruling is there that designates the 
order party as the consignee of such a shipment to the exclu- 
sion of the notify party? It is true, isn’t it, in about one hun- 
dred per cent of all cases, that the notify party is actually the 
consignee and that everybody interested in the transaction is 
fully aware of this fact? 

A further point is, that a car moving on an order notify 

bill of lading is not set in at the actual consignee’s plant for 
unloading until the draft has been paid and the bill of Jading 
released. It is at that very moment, then, that the notify 
party becomes the actual consignee, and this takes place be- 
fore the car has been set in at the plant for unloading. From 
that moment, therefore, the car is the actual consignee’s car 
and should be, as we see it, treated as such under the demur- 
rage average agreement. 
A further point is that the way provided to escape penalty 
is for the consignor to write a letter to the railroad company 
stating that the notify party is the absolute or qualified owner 
of the shipment and responsible for all freight and other 
charges. But what happens to this provision when the car is 
forwarded with charges prepaid? 

We cannot feel satisfied with the present state of our in- 
formation on this subject, and would, therefore, ask for cita- 
tions to any court or other decisions which confirm the order 
party as the only legal consignee of a shipment when it is 
fully known to all parties concerned that the actual consignee 
is the notify party. 

Answer: As we read your inquiry which is the subject 
of our answer to which you refer, and your further inquiry, 
the latter does not relate to the same situation as that involved 
in your first inquiry, in that, judging by the carrier’s statement 
set forth in your first inquiry, it deals with a shipment con- 
signed to one party in care of another party, while in your 
last inquiry you are dealing with shipments moving on order 
notify bills of lading which are placed for unloading on the 
siding of, or at the plant of the notify party. 

If the carrier’s statement in your first inquiry is a correct 
statement of the facts, we see no error in the conclusions set 
forth in our answer thereto. 


So far as the ordinary order notify shipment is concerned, 
it does not appear that the Note in Section H of Rule 9 relates 
thereto. ‘ 


Routing and Misrouting 


Ohio.—Question: Will you please answer the following: 

Ohio Motor Freight Tariff Committee Tariff No. 1, pub- 
lished by C. M. Myers, agent, publishes rates from Ohio points 
to Kentucky, Michigan, New York, etc., and refers to W. L. 
Meyers’ exceptions No. 15, MF I. C. C. No. B-64. This latter 
tariff names a rate on electric motors, truck loads, of class 
40L, which is the original rate before the last rate increase. 
Some of the carriers parties to Tariff No. 1 show that they 
will protect on a two-line-haul down to class 40. If a shipper 
should make a shipment over two such carriers and show both 
route and rate on the bill of lading and same was accepted by 
the initial carrier, can this carrier at a later date make col- 
lection of undercharge based on the fact that they can only 
protect down to class 40? At the time the exceptions were 
published in the tariffs there was no class 40L in effect. Most 
of the carriers having such exceptions express themselves as 
willing to handle shipments on the 40L basis, but we would 
like to know just where a shipper would stand in usch cases. 
The rate is clearly class 40L and an agreement between car- 
riers as to how low they will protect rates between themselves 
does not seem to be a question involving the shipper. 

Answer: In the tariff to which you refer there are pro- 
visions which fix minimum rates for joint hauls, these min- 
imum rates varying with the number of carriers over which 
the shipments may move. These minimum rates being tariff 
provisions determine the applicable charge on a given ship- 
ment, and cannot be waived by the carrier for whose account 
they apply. That is, no carrier which has authorized the pub- 
lication of a minimum rate may agree to handle a shipment 
at a rate lower than that which is applicable under the min- 
imum rate provision published in the tariff, to which you refer, 
for its account. 

As to a shipment moving on a bill of lading which con- 
tains routing over carriers for account of which a minimum 
rate is provided in Agent Myers’ tariff and a rate which applies 
over carriers which do not publish minimum rate provisions, 
it is our opinion that the initial carrier is liable for misrout- 
ing in accepting a bill of lading which contains a route and a 
rate which are in conflict, to the extent that it is a party to a 
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route over which the rate not subject to the minimum rates is 
applicable. 

If, however, there is no route over which the shipment 
could have moved via the initial carrier at a lesser charge than 
that which is applicable under the minimum rate provision, 
there is, in our opinion, no liability for misrouting on the part 
of the initial carrier, the failure to advise the shipper that the 
rate shown in the bill of lading would not apply via the route 
shown therein being the equivalent of a misquotation of a rate 
by a carrier under the decision of the Commission in Fisher & 
Co. vs. Cleveland, C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co., 178 I. C. C. 737. 


Sales—Passage of Title Where Freight Is Prepaid 


Ohio.— Question: A shipper located in New Hampshire 
made a shipment consigned to A at point B in Ohio, with 
freight charges prepaid. 

Will you kindly advise if title passed to the consignee upon 
delivery of the shipment to the carrier at point of origin. 

Also, if possible, give reference to Interstate Commerce 
Commission decision covering. 


Answer: As regards the sale of specific personal prop- 
erty the rule which seems to be generally taken for granted is 
that the place where delivery is to be made when nothing is 
said about it in the bargain is the place where the property 
is at the time of the sale or the seller’s usual place in business. 
Perlman vs. Sartorius (Pa.), 29 Atl. 852. 


The general rule that where goods are sold to be shipped 
to the buyer by carrier a delivery to the carrier is a delivery 
to the buyer so as to pass title to him is, it would seem, nec- 
essarily based on the foundation that nothing having been said 
as to the place of delivery, such place is that from which the 
goods are to be shipped. A. J. Neimeyer Lumber Co. vs. Bur- 
lington, etc., R. Co., 74 N. W. 670. 


Where the sale is of specific identified chattels or articles 
appropriated by the seller to fulfillment of the contract, the 
question as to when the title passes is primarily one of the in- 
tention of the parties, to be derived from the terms of the 
contract and the circumstances of the case. 

A general usage or custom of the trade or business in ques- 
tion may be controlling to show the intention of the parties 
as to when the title passes and effect will be given thereto of 
the intention of the parties is otherwise left indefinite. 

Where the provision is F. O. B. at point of shipment the 
title will pass, as a general rule, when the property is placed 
on the cars for shipment; on the other hand, where the provi- 
sion is for delivery F. O. B. point of destination the title is not, 
as a rule, considered to pass until the subject matter has 
reached such point, as the delivery to the carrier is not a de- 
livery to the buyer. 


If the place of shipment is the place where, under the 
terms of the contract, delivery is to be made to the buyer, 
the fact that on delivery to the carrier the seller pays or guar- 
antees the freight will not prevent the delivery from consti- 
tuting a delivery to the buyer. The payment of freight by 
the seller is, however, evidence to show that the seller assumed 
the duty of delivering at the point of destination, and will 
prevent, if such is the case, the delivery to the carrier from 
being considered a delivery to the buyer. 

If under the contract of sale, the payment of the freight 
charges is assumed by the seller, and the freight charges are 
not charged against the purchaser, this fact, in the absence 
of provisions in the contract of sale to show a contrary in- 
tention, would be evidence going to show that the seller as- 
sumed the duty of delivering the goods at the point of desti- 
nation and will prevent the delivery to the carrier from being 
considered a delivery to the buyer. That is, it will be consid- 
ered that the goods were sold F. O. B. point of destination 
and not F. O. B. point of origin. See the decisions in Neimeyer 
Lumber Co. vs. Burlington, etc., R. Co. (Neb.), 74 N. W. 670; 
McLaughlin vs. Marston, 47 N. W. 1058; Dannemiller vs. Kirk- 
patrick (Pa.), 50 Atl. 928. 


In the case first cited the court said that it is not doubted 
that a vendor might, by express contract, agree to deliver goods 
at their place of destination, and that this contract would con- 
trol, but it is not claimed that any such express contract ex- 
isted in that case; that in that case the claim was that, because 
the vendor paid the freight, this fact was conclusive evidence 
that he retained the title. The court said it may be safely 
conceded that the payment of freight by the vendor is a cir- 
cumstance which affords some evidence that the vendor in- 
tended to retain the jus disponendi of the goods shipped, but 
it is not conclusive; and there is no case which holds that it 
is, unless it be a case in Illinois, to be presently noticed; that 
the cases, and all the cases, upon the subject, are to the effect 
that the payment of the freight by the vendor is evidence of 
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an intention upon his part to retain title in the goods. See 
rule stated and the authorities cited in Benjamin Sales, page 87. 


Routing and Misrouting—Conflict Between Marks on Package 
and Address in Bill of Lading 


Connecticut.—Question: We would be pleased to have 
your opinion as to who would be responsible for a claim of 
excess charges brought about by a motor carrier changing the 
shipper’s bill of lading. The explanation of this case is as 
follows: 

A, the shipper, gives B, a motor carrier handling freight 
to western points, a bill of lading covering a shipment con- 
signed to Chicago, Illinois. It so happened that the cases cov- 
ered by this bill of lading were marked for the correct con- 
signee, but the destination shown was San Francisco, Calif. 

An employe of B, the motor carrier, without consulting A, 
the shipper, changed the bill of lading to read according to 
the markings on the cases and forwarded the shipment by 
motor truck to San Francisco. The shipper was compelled to 
have the shipment brought back to Chicago and to pay the 
freight charges both ways. They intend to place a claim with 
the motor carrier for the loss involved. 

The carrier is of the opinion that they should not be held 
responsible as the error originated with the shipper in the 
wrong marking of the cases. We would like to hear from you 
as to your opinion on the matter. 

Answer: The Commission has held that in case of conflict the 
marks on the package and not the destination in the bill of lading 
controls the routing of the shipment. The Commission’s opinnion 
in C. S. Brackett Co. vs. Great Northern Express Co., 29 I. 
C. C. 667, and American Agricultural Chemical Co. vs. B. & 
A. R. R., 28 I. C. C. 398, clearly hold that the marks on the 
package govern. On page 668 of the opinion in the first named 
case the Commission said that it had recently held informally 
that when a shipper prepares a bill of lading providing for 
the carriage of property to a particular destination, and marks 
a different and erroneous address on the package, the carrier 
will not be held responsible for the freight charges incurred 
in transporting the property to the destination shown on the 
package, although the correct destination is shown in the bill 
of lading; that the present case is clearly within this principle; 
that in view thereof, the Commission did not find that in fol- 
lowing the instructions marked on the package the defendant 
was guilty of misrouting. The Commission cited the following 
cases: Parlin & Orendorff Plow Co. vs. United States Ex- 
press Co., 26 I. C. C. 561; American Agricultural Chemical 
Co. vs. B. & A. R. R. Co., 28 I. C. C. 398. 


Words and Phrases—“Promptly” 


Virginia.—Question: A consignment of cattle, consisting 
of approximatey 20 carloads, averaging 30 head apiece, moved 
from St. Louis, Missouri, to Detroit, Michigan, for Michigan 
Central Railroad delivery. 


The cars arrived and were unloaded into the pens of the 
Detroit Stock Yards Company for delivery to packers at De- 
troit, Michigan. At this point these cattle were fed, for which 
feeding bills were paid. 


The question arises as to the applicable yardage charges 
to be assessed which, in accordance with Detroit Stock Yards 
tariff No. 7, effective April 1, 1933, and still in use, provides 
in section 1, exception (2), that on live stock consigned to 
packers or others who have no direct rail facilities and who 
take delivery through the Detroit Stock Yards, yardage will 
be waived, providing such consignees remove stock from the 
stock yards promptly. 


This stock was removed by truck and via rail (switching) 
at various times ranging from one hour to two days, and the 
question has arisen as to what constitutes delivery under the 
word “promptly.” It appears the stock yards company con- 
tended that 5 hours constitute sufficient time to remove cattle 
under this tariff provision. 

Can you cite any decisions which might have been ren- 
dered on this or a similar case? 


Answer: Apparently the tariff to which you refer is not 
a publication which carries charges for a common carrier serv- 
ice, as it is not filed with the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

The use of the term “promptly” is a rather indefinite man- 
ner of expression in a publication which deals with yardage 
charges, as the term conveys no precise meaning, as expressed 
in the divisions of time. 

The term “prompt” has been defined as ready, quick, ex- 
peditious, done or rendered quickly or immediately. McKnight 
vs. Whipple, 25 Colo. 469, 55 Pac. 182. The words “quick,” 
“sudden” and “precipitate” have been held to be synonyms. 
Tobias vs. Lissberger, 105 N. Y. 404, 12 N. E. 13; also a con- 
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vertible term with “at once,” “forthwith.” Lewis vs. Hojer, 
16 N. Y. S. 534. 

As used in a contract providing for “prompt shipment” of 
rails from Europe to New York, the term has been held to 
imply expedition, admitting of less delay than would be per- 
mitted under a covenant to act merely within a reasonable 
time. Tobias vs. Lissberger, 105 N. Y. 404, 12 N. E. 13. 

“To be shipped prompt” by usage of the Boston grain trade 
means to be shipped within ten days. Soper vs. Tyler, 77 
Conn. 104, 58 Atl. 699. 

“Promptly” has been held to mean quickly; expeditiously. 
Denver vs. Moewes, 15 Colo. App. 28, 60 Pac. 986. 

In the absence of an applicable custom or usage of trade, 
the use of the term would hardly warrant the lapse of two 
days’ time. 

We can locate no decisions which deal specifically with 
the term as used in a yardage tariff. 


Motor Carriers 


South Dakota.—Question: The Motor Carrier laws in 
the State of South Dakota, as published in Chapter 224, Ses- 
sion Laws of 1925 as amended in Section 2, Paragraph A, de- 
fine contract carriers as “transportation service furnished un- 
der a contract, charter, agreement, or undertaking.” I under- 
stand these laws were very similar to, in fact, were copied 
from, a uniform code adopted some 15 years ago by the Na- 
tional Association of Railroad Commissioners or some other 
interested association. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission under the Motor 
Carrier Act requires that contracts be bilateral, however, the 
South Dakota Railroad Commission contends that the law as 
quoted above, does not call for a bilateral contract. If this 
South Dakota law is similar in construction to those of other 
states, and I believe it is, possibly their laws may have been 
tested in the courts to determine the construction or meaning 
of “contract, charter, agreement, or undertaking.” If you have 
any record of such a decision, will you please cite it to me? 

Answer: We are unable to locate decisions in which the 
term “contract, charter, agreement, or undertaking,’ as used 


in the Motor Carrier laws of the State of South Dakota, has 
been defined. 


Shipping—Delay Resulting from Seizure Under Legal Process 


Indiana.—Question: A shipment, consigned to point C, 
moved from point A, and through legal process instituted by 
creditors, the vessel was stopped in transit at intermediate 
point B for four weeks. Subsequently the vessel was released 
to discharge all cargo for point C. However, before three 
weeks had elapsed, the consignee at point C notified the con- 
signor of his intention to refuse the shipment. The shipment 
moved without any insurance, and we feel that clause 2 of 
the steamer bill of lading protects the carrier from all liability. 

Answer: In Section 3 of the Harter Act, which applies to 
the movement-in question, it is provided that if the owner of 
any vessel transporting merchandise or property to or from 
any port in the United States of America shall exercise due 
diligence to make the said vessel in all respects seaworthy 
and properly manned, equipped and supplied, neither the ves- 
sel, her owner or owner’s agent, or charterer shall become or 
be held responsible for damage or loss resulting from * * * * 
seizure under legal process. 


In The Brunswick, 263 Fed. 907, it was held that under the 
Harter Act, Section 3, providing that neither the vessel nor her 
owner shall be held responsible for damages or loss resulting 
from seizure under legal process, a vessel was not liable for 
failure to transport freight received on the wharf, and for 
which bills of lading were issued, when the failure was due 
to the seizure of the vessel under execution. The court re- 


ferring to the provisions of the Harter Act relating to seizure 
under legal process, said: 


Apparently no court has been called upon to construe this last 
provision. Conceding that the act is to be strictly construed, it is quite 
evident that it was the intention of Congress to relieve the ship and 
her owner from all liability for damages rising from causes beyond 
their control. There can be no doubt that the damage in this case was 
caused solely by the seizure of the vessel in the state court, which 


prevented her making the voyage; therefore, the ship is protected by 
that particular clause in the Harter act. 


However, under the decision in The St. Paul, 277 Fed. 99, 
if the ship was unseaworthy at the beginning of the voyage 
the owner is not entitled to the exemption from liability pro- 
vided by the Harter Act. In this case the court said: 


It will be noted that the vessel, her owner et al., was relieved only 
from damage or loss ‘‘resulting from’’ seizure under legal process. In 
other words, the damage or loss must result from the fact that the 
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vessel is seized under legal process. That is but another way of saying 
that the damage or loss must be the proximate result of the seizure. 
If there were no exemption in the statute, the vessel or its owner would 
be liable for damage resulting from delay or deviation. The fact that 
she was seized by legal process would manifestly prevent her, in most 
instances, from proceeding on her voyage with customary dispatch, and 
as a consequence there would be a deviation from her voyage. In the 
case at bar, by virtue of the seizure she was long delayed, and that 
delay constituted a deviation within the principle of the cases on that 
subject. But she would nevertheless have been excused, if seaworthy, 


or if her owner had exercised due diligence to make her so, and other- 
wise not. 
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NOTE—items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change In 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 





September 26—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bd. 101: 
MC 6009, Subs. 4 and 5—Application of Georgia Stages, Inc., Albany, 
Ga., for certificate to extend operations. 
September 26—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Vinsky: 
MC 89111—Welch Motor Lines, Medford, Mass., for certificate. 
MC 12114—Patterson, Wylde & Co., Boston, Mass., for license. 
MC _89109—Adams Moving Co., Brockton, Mass., for certificate. 
September 26—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 30704 and MC 54449—Applications of Martin Motor Lines, Inc., 
Belmont, N. C., for certificate or permit. 
September 26—Cheyenne, Wyo.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 50: 
MC 1267, Sub. 1—Application of Anderson Transportation Co., En- 
campment, Wyo., for certificate to extend operations. 
September 26—Chicago, IIIl.—Hotel Morrison—Examiners Stiles and 
Copenhafer: 


17000, part 9—Rate structure investigation, live stock—western dis- 
trict rates. 


September 26—Chicago, IIIl.—Hotel Sherman—Commissioner Rogers: 
* Ex Parte MC 21—Motor carrier rates in central territory. 
September 26—Hagerstown, Md.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Frizzell: 
MC 3114, Sub. 1—T. H. Compton, Great Cacapon, W. Va., certificate 
to extend operations. 
September 26—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Com.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 74588, Subs. 1 and 2—Application of Marion Trucking Co., Marion, 
Ind., for permit to extend operations. 
September 26—Little Rock, Ark.—State Com.—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 1304—Mitchell & Robertson, El Dorado, Ark., certificate or permit. 
MC 33093, Sub. 1—Black and White Transfer Co., Inc., Fort Smith, 
Ark., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 35733, Sub. 1—J. T. L. Co., Inc. 


September 26—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Com.—Examiner Carter: 
1. & S. 4511—Estimated weights on citrus fruits. 
September 26—New York—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 88398—Application of W. G. Koetzle, Brooklyn, N. Y., for permit. 
September 26—Odessa, Tex.—County Court House—Jt. Bds. 77 and 33: 
MC 50544, Sub. 3—Texas and Pacific Motor Transport Co., Dallas, 
Tex., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 67350, Sub. 1—J. J. Willis, Odessa, Tex., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 89119—D. E. Blakeney, Wink, Tex., certificate. 
September 26—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 199: 
MC 89513—H. S. Foreman, Elizabethtown, Pa., permit. 
September 26—Salina, Kan.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 43: 
MC 63159, Sub. 1—Application of Rapid Transit Co., Salina, Kan., 
for permit to extend operations. 
September 26—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza—Jt. Bd. 77: 
MC-F 662—Kerrville Bus Co., Inc., purchase, J. Amberson et al. 
September 26—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Examiner Boss and 
Jt. Bd. 80: 
MC 15603—Puget Sound-Portland Lines, Inc., Seattle, Wash., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 88815—Nichols Brothers, Seattle, Wash., certificate. 
September 26—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 74: 
MC 88762—Application of R. H. Stroupe, Millville, Pa., for permit. 
September 26—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 21976—J. D. Kearney, Scranton, Pa., certificate or permit. 
MC 22536—McPeak Freight Lines, Inc., Scranton, Pa., certificate or 
permit. 
September 26—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 45: 
MC 1895—Truck Transport, Inc., Seattle, Wash., certificate or permit. 
September 26—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Livingstone 
and Jt. Bd. 148: 
MC 71820, Subs. 1 and 2—Application of Parker Transfer & Storage, 
Sioux Falls, S. D., for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 88ss0—Application of L. Peterson, Gayville, S. D., for certificate. 
MC 94444—Application of J. Hogandike, Tyndall, S. D., for certificate. 
September 26—St. Louis, Mo.—Hotel Coronado—Examiner Worthington: 
27329—-Lawrenceville Cooperage Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
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WHERE RAILS AND WATER MEET 


Portland, Oregon, gateway to the Columbia and Willamette Valleys, 
is the natural trade outlet of a vast and naturally wealthy region. 
Portland is the largest livestock market on the Pacific Coast, the 
nation’s leading wool shipping port and contender for first place 
in wheat exports. 

Portland’s 800 plants and factories annually produce commodi- 
ties valued at more than $200,000,000. Principal industries are 
lumber, pulp and paper, furniture, flour, veneers and plywoods, 
canned fruits and vegetables, meats and seafoods, butter and cheese, 
knit goods and woolen textiles, clothing and metals. 

The nearby $51,000,000 Bonneville Dam will produce 600,000 
FIRST OF THE NORTHERN horsepower, promote Portland’s industrial expansion and open up 
TRANSCONTINENTALS ! a new field for chemical and electro-metallurgical manufactories. 
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September 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Disque: 
27471—The Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 


September 27—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bd. 64: 
MC 66905, Sub. 1—Application of Benton Brothers Film Express, 
Atlanta, Ga., for certificate to extend operations. 


September 27—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 134: 
MC 7674—L. Bonome. 
MC 88973—R. E. Guerin Trucking Co., Inc., Worcester, Mass., cer- 
tificate. 
MC 90965 and Sub. 1—C. P. Gordon, Jr., Dighton, Mass., certificate 
and to extend operations. 


September 27—Brownsville, Tex.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hendon: 
MC-F 634—Missouri Pacific Freight Transport Co., Inc., purchase, 
J. W. Allen. 


September 27—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Com.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 48508—Jackson Trucking Co., Inc., contract carrier application 
and extension of operations. 


September 27—Laramie, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 50: 
MC 88926—Application of D. M. Cline, Oak Creek, Colo., for permit. 


September 27—Nashville, Tenn.—State Com.—Examiner Bradford: 
1. & S. M-440—Buttons, tacks, etc., Cincinnati, O., to Nashville, Tenn. 


September 27—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 30411, Sub. 1—Application of Foote & Hynes Trucking Co., Inc., 
Elizabeth, N. J., for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 38114—H & Z Transportation,,Dunellen, N. J., certificate or permit. 


September 27—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
1. & S. M-466—Faye’s Transportation, Inc., minimum charges on 
paper boxes. 


September 27—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 88660—E. Shelly, common carrier application. 
MC 88120—Application of F. Mirabelli, Lake Winola, Pa., for cer- 
tificate. 
MC 94441—H. D. Jones, Wilkes-Barre, Pa., certificate. 


September 27—Seattie, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 45: 
MC 1405, Sub. 1—Application of Quick Service Transfer Co., Che- 
halis, Wash., for certificate to extend operations. 
September 27—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 80: 
MC 70773, Sub. 1—Thompson Brothers, Arlington, Wash., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 89268—Daniell Fast Freight, Tacoma, Wash., certificate. 
September 27—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 147 and 148: 
MC 23251, Sub. 1—Application of William Rupp, Adrian, Minn., for 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 36630, Sub. 1—Application of Rowe Transportation Co., Canton, 
S. D., for permit to extend operations. 
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MC 88455—Howard J. Buysman, Chandler, Minn., for certificate. 
MC 89283—C. Anderson, Vermillion, S. D., for certificate. 
September 27—Topeka, Kan.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 13114, Sub. 1—W. A. Wertzberger, Alma, Kan., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 89148—Trustees of C. R. I. & P., Chicago, IIl., certificate. 


September 28—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
1. & S. M-451—Auto parts, junk and reconditioned, in southern terri- 
tory. 
September 28—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 93620—Sterling Transportation Co., Sterling, Mass., permit. 
September 28—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Vinsky and Jt. 
Bd. ; 
MC 72224 and MC 72225—Lennerton Motor Transportation, Inc., com- 
mon carrier applications. 


September 28—Greenville, S. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 2592 and MC 32020—Brown Motor Lines & Storage Co., Green- 
ville, S. C., certificate or permit. 
MC 24403—Southern United Lines, Inc., Greenville, S. C., certificate 
or permit. 


September 28—New York—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Naftalin: 
1. & S. M-445—Foodstuffs, minimum rates on, over Freedman Motor 
Service. 


September 28—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Denniston: 
MC 88832—L. F. Smith General Trucking, Montrose, Pa., certificate. 


September 28—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 45: 
MC 1214—Application of System Transfer & Storage Co., Seattle, 
Wash., for certificate or permit. 
MC 41486, Sub. 1—Application of Lyon Van & Storage Co., of Wash., 
Seattle, Wash., for certificate to extend operations. 


September 28—Shreveport, La.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 77: 
MC 1510, Sub. 8—Southwestern Greyhound Lines, Inc. 


September 28—Shreveport, La.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 90: 
MC 89183—I. C. Black and Sons, Hugo, Okla., permit. 


September 28—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court Rooms—Jt. Bd. 26: 
MC 48579—V. W. Dorn, Hendricks, Minn., certificate or permit. 
MC 88964—Application of Inter-Lakes Transfer Lines, Madison, S. D., 

for certificate. 


September 28—Terre Haute, Ind.—Federal Bldg.—Joint Board 21: 
MC 84026—C. L. Wade, Willow Hill, Ill., certificate or permit. 


September 28—Terre Haute, Ind.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 88959—Application S. V. Sappington, Terre Haute, Ind., certificate. 
MC 73262—Application of Merchants Parcel Delivery Co., Inc., Terre 

Haute, Ind., for permit. 








DO YOU KNOW: 


That this company owns and operates one of the largest, most modern export grain 


elevators in America. 


That this port is lined with thirty-six of the most modern piers and shipside ware- 
houses to be found at any American port. 


That vessels of sixty-nine steamship lines operate between Galveston and princi- 


pal ports of the world. 


That this port can afford you quicker service, often at lower transportation costs 


than other ports. 


ROUTE VIA GALVESTON WHERE SERVICES ARE COORDINATED 


GALVESTON WHARF COMPANY 


Established 1854 


Geo. Sealy, Pres. 


(Kansas City Office, 434 Board of Trade Bldg.) 


F. W. Parker, V. P. & G. M. 
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COMPLETE 
COOPERATION 
WITH YOUR NEEDS 


ll 
PORT HOUSTON 


MEANS PROMPT AND 
EFFICIENT SERVICE 


Excellent handling facilities 
are necessary to facilitate 
your shipments. 


Port Houston provides the 
shipping public with the 
highest type service possi- 
ble, at minimum cost. 


J. RUSSELL WAIT 
DIRECTOR OF THE PORT 


QUAKER LINE 


and 


CALIFORNIA EASTERN LINE 


Coast to Coast Services 
Albany, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, 


Newport News, Savannah, Jacksonville, Cristobal 
and 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland, Stockton, Secramento, 
Portland, and Tecoma 


DAWNIC STEAMSHIP CORP. 


General Eastern Agents 
17 Battery Place, New York 


Albany—D & H Building Chicago—327 S. LaSalle St. 
Philedelphia—The Bourse Pittsburgh—Gulf Bidg. 
Norfolk—111 E. Plume Street Detroi , 
more—Keyser Building Savannah—Cotton Exchange Bidg. 
Boston—33 Broad Street Jacksonville—P. O. Box 1866 
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Personal Notes 





Stewart Faulkner has been appointed eastern publicity 
director for the American Airlines at New York City. Leo J. 
Boyle has been appointed New England publicity representa- 
tive, at Boston, Mass. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad has announced the following 
appointments in its passenger traffic department: E. M. Holt, 
assistant general passenger agent, Philadelphia, Pa.; E. R. 
Comer, assistant general passenger agent, Long Island Rail- 
road, New York City; J. V. Sowers, division passenger agent, 
New York City; C. M. Trueb, division passenger agent, Cin- 
cinnati, O.; Homes Bannard, division passenger agent, Indian- 
apolis, Ind. 

Friends of J. M. Gatley, recently appointed division freight 
agent, Pere Marquette, at Grand Rapids, Mich., will tender to 
him a farewell luncheon at the Hotel Biltmore, New York City, 
September 29. J. A. Quinlan is chairman of the group making 
the arrangements. 

Fred S. Hollands, who has been acting traffic manager, 
Standard Oil Company of Indiana, Chicago, since the death of 
Robert H. McElroy in June, will retire October 1 after twenty 
years of service with that company. Lee R. Cowles will become 
traffic manager on that day. 

C. Clark Smith has been appointed traffic director, Buick 
motor division, General Motors Corporation, Flint, Mich. 

I. J. Fowler, Jr., has been appointed commercial agent for 
the Seaboard Air Line at Palmetto, Fla. 

William L. Donaldson, assistant western traffic manager, 
Lehigh Valley Railroad, Chicago, was killed in an automobile 
accident in Park Ridge, Ill., September 22. Mrs. Donaldson 
and Charles D. Miller, traffic manager, American Maize Prod- 
ucts Company, Chicago, who were riding with Mr. Donaldson, 
were injured. 

Clair S. Hall has been appointed special traffic representa- 
tive for the St. Louis-San Francisco Railway at Cincinnati, O. 
Elmer K. Yaeger has been appointed general agent at Cin- 
cinnati; William G. Smith general agent at Milwaukee, Wis., 
and Walter B. Simpson, general agent at San Antonio, Texas. 


September 28—Topeka, Kan.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 140: 
MC 89102—J. Gronewald, Oketo, Kan., certificate. 


September 28—Topeka, Kan.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 66413, Sub. 1—R. F. Toler, Arkansas City, Kan., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 


September 28—Waco, Tex.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hendon: 
MC-F 673—Missouri Pacific Freight Transport Co., purchase, W. H. 
Lester. 


September 28—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Finance 11114—Colo. & Sou. abandonment. 
Finance 11900—Application C. R. I. & P. for certificate permitted 
abandonment of line from Ruskin to Nelson in Nebraska. 


September 28—York, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Sullivan: 
1. & S. M-473—Godfrey’s Motor Freight, commodities from and to 
Baltimore. 


September 29—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Vinsky: 
MC 68917—H. P. Welch Co., Somerville, Mass., certificate or permit. 


September 29—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 20: 
MC 62288—H. P. Welch Co., Somerville, Mass., certificate or permit. 


September 29—Allentown, Pa.—Hotel Americus—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 22611, Sub. 1—Application of A. T. Roberts, Walnutport, Pa., 
for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 50493—P. J. Miller, Germansville, Pa., for certificate. 
MC 19187—A. C. Leibensperger Motor Express, Allentown, Pa., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 88334—G. Cipriani, Easton, Pa., certificate. 


September 29—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 69: 
MC 73691, Sub. 1—Application of Gray’s Transportation Co., Inc., 
Medford, Mass., for certificate to extend operations. 
September 29—Dallias, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Jt. Bd. 77: 
MC-F 664—A. R. Dalby, lease, J. A. Fadell et al. 
September 29—Denver, Colo.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 50: 
MC 9895, Sub. 2—Application of R. B. Wilson, Denver, Colo., for 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 55724, Sub. 1—Application of F. R. Conover, Fort Morgan, Colo., 
for permit to extend operations. 
September 29—Denver, Colo.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 286: 
MC 9895, Sub. 1—R. B. Wilson, Denver, Colo., certificate to extend 
operations. 
September 29—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bds. 76 and 163: 
MC 86423—C. Hinton & Co., Windsor, Ontario, Canada, certificate. 
MC 86757—Ethier Cartage, Windsor, Ontario, Canada, permit. 
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September 29—EI Paso, Tex.—Paso del Norte Hotel—Jt. Bd. 33: 
MC 89029—F. C. Ingham, Monahans, Tex., certificate. 
September 29—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Jt. Bd. 159: 
MC 48248—F. Genthe and H. Brockmann, North Bergen, N. J., cer- 
tificate or permit. 


MC 73985—D. Sutherland Trucking Co., Inc., Brooklyn, N. Y., cer- 
tificate or permit. 


MC 88726—M. & M. Trucking & Delivery, New York, N. Y., permit. 


September 29—Seattie, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 5: 
MC 70863, Sub. 1—Hamilton Trucking Services, Seattle, Wash., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 34383—Pacific Refrigerated Motor Line. 


September 29—Shreveport, La.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 1288 and Sub. 1—Application of Loraine Transfer Co., Inc., 
Shreveport, La., for certificate or permit and to extend operations. 


September 29—Terre Haute, Ind.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 60220—Union Transfer Co., Inc., Terre Haute, Indy, certificate. 
MC 31021 and MC 52416—R. Miller Trucking Co., Terre Haute, Ind., 

certificate and permit. 


September 29—Terre Haute, Ind.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 160: 
* MC 31021, Sub. 2—R. Miller Trucking Co., Terre Haute, Ind., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


Complete details on documentation, consular regula- 
tions, and shipping procedure to every country and 
political subdivision in the world. 1800 pages of exact 
information on export shipping. A standard service 
which has been saving export traffic men, time, 
trouble and mistakes for 35 years. 


Descriptive circular mailed on request 


EXPORTERS’ ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


20 Vesey Street New York 


Checking CALIFORNIA Rates 
Is a Headache! 


@ —hut it’s done quickly, easily and with posi- 
tive accuracy in offices Where they’ve learned 


that it pays...and pays big... to have... 


HARTMAN’S 


RATEMASTER 


® For Traffic Men, By Traffic Men, this unex- 
celled guide is a boon to the busy office. For 
example, it gives instant access to CALIFORNIA 
rates with complete Tariff Authority, and on all 
quantities... 500 Ibs. to 18,000 lbs. ... (also 
LCL) from Los Angeles, Los Angeles Harbor, 
Sacramento, San Francisco, Portland, Seattle 
and Spokane. Sent on 15 days’ trial. Order 
it today. 


HARTMAN’S FREIGHT RATE SERVICE, INC. 
732 Federal St. Chicago, Ill. 


Where Will You Be ‘tren neu? 


Still in your present work? At the same old salary? You hope 
not. By 1940 or 1945 you hope to be far ahead. But there’s a 
surer way than “hoping” — the way of expert training in Traffic 
Management, which helps you get the greater ability bigger 
jobs and better salaries always require. Make surer of what 
you want by the spare-time training that has enabled hundreds 
to reach bigger pay in Transportation. Our 48-page FREE 
book gives you the entire story. No obligation. Write for it— 
as your first step toward a future full of larger opportunities! 
Address Dept. 995-TA 


LASALLE EXTENSION UNIVERSITY, Chicago, Ill. 
A CORRESPO ‘ON 


NDENCE INSTITUTIC 
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September 29—Topeka, Kan.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 180: 

MC 64476, Sub. 1—Fast Refrigerator Lines, Inc., Topeka, Kan., per- 
mit to extend operations. 

September 29—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

Ex Parte 72, Sub. 1—In re regulations concerning class of employes 
and subordinate officials that are to be included within the term 
‘“‘employes’’ under the railway labor act (dining car employes). 

September 29—Washington, D. C.—Division 7: 

Ex Parte 126—Express rates, 1938. 


September 30—Allentown, Pa.—Hotel Americus—Examiner Denniston: 
MC 11962—O. Hartpence Interstate Transportation, Easton, Pa., cer- 
tificate. 
MC 18857—Dietz Freight Line, Bethlehem, Pa., certificate. 
MC 25746, Sub. 1—R. T. Kern, Slatedale, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 


September 30—Baton Rouge, La.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 164: 
MC 89123—E. A. Reggie, Crowley, La., certificate. 


September 30—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Vinsky: 
MC 88523—Brewer Petroleum Service. 


September 30—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 231: 


MC 15030—Application of Caradonna’s Fruit Store, Quincy, 
for license. 


September 30—Columbia, S. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 42204—Jordan’s Truck Line, Hartsville, S. C., certificate or permit. 
MC 79114—Georgia-Carolina Motor Express, Columbia, S. C., cer- 
tificate or permit. 


September 30—Denver, Colo.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 286: 
MC 11590, Sub. 1—M & M Truck Co., Denver, Colo., certificate to 
extend operations. 
September 30—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 163: 


MC 89540—Schell Transports, Ltd., Woodstock, Ontario, Canada, cer- 
tificate. 


September 30—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 9: 
MC 6969—Merchants’ Forwarding Co. 


September 30—El Paso, Tex.—Paso del Norte Hotel—Jt. Bd. 89: 
MC 50940—S. O. Hammond, Fabens, Tex., permit. 


September 20—Evansville, Ind.—U. S. Court Rooms—Joint Board 21: 
MC 88549—Application of Dennis Bus Service, Evansville, Ind., for 
certificate. 
September 30—Jackson, Miss.—State Comm.— Examiner Hendon: 
MC-F 626—Tri State Transit Co. of Louisiana, Inc., purchase, Mis- 
sissippi-Louisiana Bus Line, Inc., J. B. Randall and M. L. Varnado. 
MC-F 652—Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, Inc., purchase, W. H. 
Johnson and J. T. Watts. 


September 30—New York—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 63288—Application of J. Farrell Distributing & Forwarding Corp., 
New York, N. Y., for certificate or permit. 
September 30—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Jt. Bd. 159: 


MC 8214—J. Seigel Trucking Corp., New York, N. Y., certificate or 
permit. 


September 30—Pierre, S. D., State Com.—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 89196—Application of Schwant’s Transfer, Winner, S. D., for 
certificate. 
MC 88618—J. L. Timmons, Winner, S. D., certificate. 


September 30—Seattlie, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 5: 
MC 6485, Sub. 1—City Transfer and Storage Co. ‘ 
MC 8522—Williams Bros., Inc., Tacoma, Wash., certificate or permit. 


September 30—Seattie, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 237: 
MC 88533—B. C. Express. 


September 30—Topeka, Kan.—State Com.—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 9602, Sub. 1—Application of H. Henery, Ottawa, Kan., for permit 
to extend operations. 


September 30—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Clifford: 

* MC-F 672—Blue and Grey Sight Seeing Tours, Inc., purchase, S. 
Lovenbein. 

October 1—Allentown, Pa.—Hotel Americus—Examiner Denniston: 


MC 53908—E. B. Libe Auto Transfer, Phillipsburg, N. J., certificate 
or permit. 


October 1—Denver, Colo.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 178: 
MC 1171, Sub. 1.—Hall Motor Freight Co., Denver, Colo., certificate 
to extend operations. 


October 1—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Jt. Bd. 22: 
MC 84318—J. M. Express & Trucking, New York, certificate or permit. 
October 3—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC C-89—Paper articles from Canton, N. C., to Atlanta, Ga. 
October 3—Columbia, S. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 91475—Beard-Laney Hauling Co. 
* MC 25708 and Sub. 1—Beard-Laney Hauling Co. 


October 3—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 71143—Jackrabbit Delivery Co., Wichita, Kan., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 88529—G. E. Ledford. 
MC 88782—C. H. Barrett. 
October 3—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 164: 
MC 59053, Sub. 1—Varnado Bus Line. 
MC 88321—J. B. Randall. 
MC 59910, Sub. 1—Southern Pacific Lines, New Orleans, La., certif- 
icate to extend operations. 
October 3—Lansing, Mich.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 74403—B. D. Beardsley, Muskegon, Mich., certificate or permit. 
MC 76651, Sub. i—Midway Transit Co., Benton Harbor, Mich., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


Mass., 
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THIS IS “TRAFFIC TOM’S” PAGE 


@ No tellin’ what’s liable to happen when 
you start paddlin’ around in strange waters. 
And it’s mighty embarrassin’ to get in over 
your ears—and not a row boat in sight. 

That goes in business, too. Which is why 
I limit myself to matters regardin’ freight. 
I know just what I’m doin’ and how to do 
it—when I stick to my own swimmin’ hole. 

When you get right down to it, there’s 
just three things any shipper wants to know 
about a railroad’s freight set-up. Where 
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“FRIEND OF MINE WAS VISITIN’IN FLORIDA. 
WANTED TO TAKE A SWIM IN THE OCEAN 
BUT HE’D HEARD SO MUCH ABOUT 
FLORIDA ALLIGATORS, HE WAS SORT 
OF LEERY. 
“ARE YOU POSITIVE THERE AIN’T ANY 
ALLIGATORS IN HERE?’ HE ASKED A 
PASSING DARKEY. 


“"NOSSUH, THEY AIN’T NO ‘GATORS 
IN HYAH.’ 
“SO MY FRIEND HEADED FOR THE WATER. 
WHEN HE WAS IN, ABOUT CHIN DEEP, HE 
FELT SOMETHIN’ NIPPIN’ AT HIS LEGS. 
“HEY,’ HE YELLED BACK, ‘WHAT MAKES 
YOU SO SURE THEY AIN‘T ANY 
ALLIGATORS IN HERE?’ 
““DAT’S EASY,’ YELLED THE DARKEY, 
“THE SHARKS SKEERED ’EM ALL OUT.” 


do the trains run? Will shipments get through 
in a hurry? Will they arrive in good condi- 
tion? Speaking for the Burlington, I answer 
#1 by showin’ the Burlington Route map. 
The answer to #2 and #3 is—yes. Simply 
because we ve made it our business to set up 
our service to meet the shipper’s modern 
demands. Let your nearest Burlington Freight 
Agent help you with your next shipping job. 


relpc Lom 


Burlington 
Route 


iPM OUSTSEY’'S NEEDS 





New York 


MAT 
and the Shipper's 


x 


te es 


wy al 


/ 2S SS 
= SS ae 


>~ Ss _— 
Z ~ ~ >s — 


~ = _™ 


= 


Every shipper's sales territory is limited to a large extent by economical distri- 
bution. Trading centers in thirty states are opened or made more profitable to 
many shippers through MAT Service. The Poker Fleet and lake and rail rates 
have pushed back the shippers’ sales and distribution horizon, have made it 
possible to meet real competition over a wider area. 


In spite of the fact freight travels the water route almost a third of the way across 
the country, there is no sacrifice of time in using MAT. A positive ninety-hour 
schedule between Buffalo and Duluth plus direct rail to ship transfers of freight at 
Buffalo, Detroit and Duluth insure quick delivery. 


Theoretically, the lake and rail package freight season is seven months long and 

ends midnight Nov. 30th. Actually, MAT service may be used to get economi- 

cal distribution ten to twelve months in the year. Each of the MAT docks has 
access to extensive modern fireproof storage space and the dis- 
tribution centers of the thirty states provide modern storage facilities 
where lake and rail freight may be stored for winter delivery. 


Use MAT's clean, safe, dependable and economical service to 
widen your winter sales horizon. If there is anything you would 
like to ask about it, just write or phone our nearest office. 


MINNESOTA-ATLANTIC 
TRANSIT COMPANY 


Philadelphia Buffalo Cleveland Detroit Duluth Minneapolis St. Paul 








